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Muddle or conspiracy? 

Former American President Franklin D. 
Roosevelt once famously said of world 
politics at the highest level: “Things don’t 
just happen; if they happen, you can bet they 
were planned that way.” 

These are words well worth recalling as 
we survey the apparent chaos of the present 
government’s non-existent policies of imm- 
igration ‘control’. As the invasion of so- 
called ‘refugees’ and ‘asylum-seekers’ 
reaches flood level, we have to ask: is what 
we are witnessing the product just of incom- 
petence and muddle, or is there behind it a 
deeper p/an aimed at destroying Britain as an 
identifiable nation and making it a prototype 
for a raceless ‘New World Order’, coffee- 
coloured in complexion, cosmopolitan in 
allegiance and slave-like in its obedience to 
its global masters? 

Of incompetence and muddle in current 
British affairs there is evidence enough, and 
it is easy to believe that at the lower levels of 
administration our failure to stop the immig- 
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HERE FOR THE BEER? 
Government handouts of comforts and goodies to ‘refugees’ has now reached such a 
level that many believe there is a secret policy of encouraging them to come to Britain. 


rant flood stems from nothing more sinister 
than official ineptness, combined with a 
paralysed fear on the part of civil service 
apparatchiks that they may bring upon 
themselves the stigma of ‘racism’ and thus 
have their roads to all further promotion 
blocked indefinitely. The era of New Labour 
has brought in a whole culture of official 
brainlessness and irresponsibility that exceeds 
even previous post-war standards. But it is 
difficult to give credence to the idea that this 
alone accounts for what is now happening at 
Our air and maritime ports of entry as a 
country which is already one of the most 
overcrowded in the world groans under the 
impact of yet further wave after wave of new 
‘settlers’ while an enraged public opinion 
seems totally impotent when it comes to 
prevailing on our rulers to raise the draw- 
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bridge and say — and mean — “Mo more!” 

Day after day, newspapers highlight ever 
crazier manifestations of the problem. One 
such spotlights fears that over 700 foreign 
nurses carry the AIDS virus. Another tells us 
that known figures for entry are now 
reckoned to be 250,000 annually. Next we 
are treated to descriptions of luxurious 
assembly centres with free board and 
lodging, TVs in every bedroom, swimming 
pools and gymnasia and new furniture. Then 
there is a report of a library granting free 
DVDs to immigrants while everyone else has 
to pay for them. Then there is the news of 
£723,000 of lottery money being given out in 
grants to organisations opposing deportat- 
ions. Have we left anything out? Oh yes, £1 
million granted to give asylum-seekers day 
trips and holidays to beauty spots. Not least, 
a sober reminder of where the nation is 
heading: the news that one child in eight 
now being born in Britain belongs to an 
ethnic minority. 

The catalogue of hand-outs and goodies 
being offered to the invaders now sounds 
almost like a brochure issued by a travel 
company absolutely desperate to entice as 
many people as possible to buy its tour 
packages. Come to our sunny shores and you 
will find absolute paradise awaiting you when 
you arrive! 

But the strangest paradox in all this is that 
the policy of ‘let ’em all come’ upon which 
the Blair Government seems to be set is not 
even electorally popular, whether in Britain 
or elsewhere. New anti-immigration parties 
on the European Continent have enormously 
increased their support among the voters in 
recent years. In Australia what appeared to a 
‘firm line’ by Prime Minister Howard against 
a boatload of asylum-seekers virtually turned 
in his favour an election he seemed almost 
certain to lose. Here in Britain the rise in 
votes for the British National Party clearly 
indicates that candidates prepared to defend 
the country’s borders and traditional identity 


on the 


month’s news 


have a trump card to play. 

It might be thought astonishing that New 
Labour, which perhaps more than any party 
of government in our history has its ear 
finely tuned to the issues that it can turn to its 
advantage among the voters, refuses to play 
this card but, on the contrary, is committed to 
policies in the immigration field guaranteed 
to make it less, rather than more, popular. 

This phenomenon can surely only be 
explained by the fact that Tony Blair & Co. 
must feel themselves answerable to a power 
and an authority yet higher in importance 
than that of popular opinion, which deter- 
mines the outcome of parliamentary and 
local government elections. 

Just what is that power and authority? 
The answer to that question is so complex 
that space available here would nowhere 
near suffice to provide it. But what can be 
said is that it must be a power and authority 
unknown to the great mass of people upon 
whose will parliamentary democracy, theor- 
etically at least, is supposed to depend. 

Which means that Britain today is the 
victim of something that cannot be described 
as anything less than a conspiracy — a 
conspiracy best described by the title of an 
article extending over two pages printed in 
the Daily Mail on August 10: ‘How Britain 
is destroying itself. But nations do not 
willingly and knowingly destroy themselves. 
Their enemies do it for them. 

And today this nation faces an enemy 
more ruthless, more destructive, more 
insidious and more threatening to its survival 
than any it has yet encountered in its history. 
It is an enemy within our gates, and we had 
better wake up, recognise it and fight it 
before it is too late! 


If they’re British and white, 
they ain’t all right! 


If, after the foregoing commentary on 
immigration, there is anyone still sceptical 
about the existence of forces within Britain 
bent on the destruction of our people, they 
need only follow the shameful story of what 
has been happening in the one-time thriving 
British colony of Rhodesia, now the cess- 
pool of corruption and terror known as 
‘Zimbabwe’ — for events there, and our 
Government’s response to them, parallel 
exactly what is happening here. 

Hundreds of articles and reader’s letters 
in newspapers during the past few months 
have focused on Tony Blair’s propensity to 
call for military intervention to defend 
‘human rights’ in one country after another 
around the world while strangely failing to 
Support the same kind of intervention to 
defend the rights of farmers in ‘Zimbabwe’, 
who are having their property invaded and 
confiscated, and some of whom have been 
murdered when they dared to resist. These 


raids and murders have been carried out by 
armed thugs with the approval of President 
Robert Mugabe, beside whose crimes those 
(real or alleged) of Saddam Hussein and 
Slobodan Milosevic fade into insignificance. 

Why then does Blair do nothing about 
‘Zimbabwe’ beyond the occasional muted 
expression of regret? Precisely because he is 
beholden to the same forces that are now 
promoting the invasion of the United King- 
dom. His gang yammer on about the ‘rights’ 
of the asylum-seekers but never consider the 
rights of the indigenous British populace. 
Likewise, they are preoccupied with the 
‘rights’ of Bosnian Muslims, Albanian 
Kosovans, Kurds in Iraq or Turkey, non- 
Taliban Afghans, Somalis and heaven knows 
who else. But they care not a damn for the 
rights of Rhodesian farmers — not despite but 
precisely because of the fact that they are 
white and mainly of British stock. That is the 
name of the game of present-day British and 
global politics. Once you get the hang of the 
rules, you'll have no difficulty in working 
things out and knowing what is next going to 
happen. 


Gay Duncan heralds 


new Tory agenda 


The implication contained in an earlier 
section of this column — that to Tony Blair 
there seem to be things more important than 
pleasing voters — might equally be applied to 
the new Tory leadership. Many media 
commentators have observed that the timing 
of shadow cabinet member Alan Duncan’s 
‘outing’ of himself as a homosexual was not 
accidental but was intended to fit in neatly 
with the new softly-softly, ‘caring’ image of 
the Tory Party now being promoted frantic- 
ally by party leader Iain Duncan Smith. Did 
one Duncan whisper to the other: “It’s a 
good time to nail your colours to the mast, 
Alan”? We will probably never know, but 
what we do know is that IDS seems just not 
to be listening to what Mr. and Mrs. Average 
in the street are saying but gives the impress- 
ion of being tuned in to some ethereal voice 
from far beyond, telling him what have to be 
the norms of the new age in which he hopes 
to keep his place as the leader of Her Majes- 
ty’s Opposition. Again, the question arises: 
who really is running Britain? What is the 
nature of this mysterious authority to which 
nearly all mainstream politicians feel obliged 
to defer — far above the concerns of the 
common multitude? 

One senior Tory, Nicholas Soames, has 
stated:- 

“The Conservatives will not get anywhere 

until they end this mad obsession with 

gays, blacks and women and _ start 
behaving like a grown-up party... Voters 

do not give a tinker’s cuss about what 

Alan Duncan gets up to under his duvet — 


they want policies from us, not tittle- 
tattle.” 


With the first part of what Mr. Soames 
has said we can wholeheartedly agree. What 
we cannot agree with is his assertion that it 
does not matter to the voters what kind of 
sexual activity Mr. Duncan prefers. That 
may apply to some voters but certainly not 
all — we just cannot believe that such air- 
headed views are as prevalent as Mr. Soames 
makes out. To say that there is no difference 
between homosexuals and _ heterosexuals 
apart from what they do in their bedrooms is 
about on a par with saying that black people 
do not differ at all from white people apart 
from the colour of their skins. Homosexuals 
simply are not normal people as the main 
body of society understands the term. 
Whether their sexual activities should again 
be made illegal is a matter of opinion — and 
on this even Spearhead readers are divided — 
but few can seriously contest that they are 
people with wholly different mental and 
emotional make-ups to those of ordinary 
folk. Their responses to political issues are 
bound, in a number of areas, to be different. 
Some us witnessed this process at work 
when we tried to co-exist with homosexuals 
(politically that is) in the pre-1980 National 
Front. It taught us a salutary lesson. 

Far from it being ‘irrelevant’ that Alan 
Duncan has ‘outed’ himself, it happens to be 
highly relevant and, in fact, all to the good. 
Voters should know whether a candidate is 
homosexual or heterosexual before they 
decide whether to vote for him or her. At 
least in this regard, though certainly not in 
the way intended either by him or his leader, 
Mr. Duncan has done us all a favour. 


‘Duckism’ raises its ugly head 


Here’s a bit of light relief amongst all the 
seriousness and gloom. Conservationists in 
Spain are up in arms about the invasion by 
British ducks of Spanish ducks’ living space. 
Apparently, the British ‘ruddy duck’, 
imported half a century ago from North 
America, is migrating to the Continent and 
breeding with the white-headed duck, an 
endangered species with its main colony in 
Spain. As a result of Spanish pressure in the 
EU, Britain has agreed to a cull of 4,000 
ruddy ducks in this country — virtually the 
entire ruddy-duck population — at a cost of 
£5 million. 

Apparently, for a country to be concerned 
with the preservation of its indigenous duck 
population and to call for drastic measures to 
curb the immigration of foreign breeds that 
might threaten its survival — even to the point 
of having them killed — is perfectly alright. 
No one has yet invented a phrase like ‘duck- 
ism’ to demonise such an attitude. As a 
result, ‘anti-duckism’ has not yet become a 
political creed. But one never knows... 
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FOR the second month running, we are forced to give 
some space in an issue of Spearhead to matters which 
many of our readers will undoubtedly call ‘divisive’, and 
we do not doubt that some of them will say to us: “Why 
don’t you people just bury your differences and work 
together for the overall good of the British National 
Party?” To this plea, with which we have much sym- 
pathy, we will return. 

The divisive matters are explained in a feature on 
pages 6 and 7. We ask readers, before they accuse us of 
speaking divisively, to examine what is reported on 
those pages and ask themselves: Who is it here who is 
being divisive? The chairman of the BNP, Mr. Nick 
Griffin, has admitted in a letter to our editor that he was 
opposed to the latter speaking at a meeting of the 
party’s Burnley branch on the 1st August, and we have 
testimony that strenuous efforts were made by Mr. 
Griffin and his associates to put pressure on the branch 
to cancel Mr. Tyndall’s speech at the meeting. At the 
same time, the ‘Anti-Nazi League’, which has not put in 
any appear- ances at BNP meetings in the North West of 
England for some years, turned out to demonstrate 
against Mr. Tyndall. Was ANAL tipped off to turn up at 
this meeting by certain people in the BNP? This cannot 
be proven, but what is beyond doubt is the efforts of Mr. 
Griffin and his allies in the party to stop it. 

During the years 1996-99, when Nick Griffin was 
quite obviously planning a bid to take over the leadership 
of the BNP, no attempt was ever made by Mr. Tyndall to 
prevent him speaking to party meetings around the 
country wherever he wanted and was invited. Yet over 
the past year or so efforts have undoubtedly been made 
by the allies of Mr. Griffin in the BNP to persuade the 
heads of branches not to invite Mr. Tyndall to speak (see 
pages 6 & 7). This is despite the fact that on no occas- 
ions on which Mr. Tyndall has spoken has he attacked 
Mr. Griffin nor criticised his running of the party. 

We deplore as much as anyone the divisions which 
have opened up in the BNP in recent times, but let us be 
quite clear where and when those divisions began and 
who initiated them. 


YEARS OF HARMONY 


Between its foundation in 1982 and 1996, when Mr. 
Griffin joined — fourteen years — the BNP enjoyed 
virtually complete internal harmony, and in these 
conditions advanced to become easily the premier 
nationalist party in Britain, winning a council seat in East 
London in 1993, fighting 55 seats in the general election 
of 1997 and putting up the full complement of 
candidates in England and Scotland in the Euro elections 
of 1999. In the two years preceding the leadership 
change in September 1999 the party’s membership 
grew by nearly 90 per cent. We cite these facts to point 
out that the harmony of those years did not go 
hand-in-hand with stagnation. 

The first signs of division were seen in the launching 
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Divisions in the BNP: let’s get 
it straight who started them 


in 1996 of the magazine Patriot. Patriot’s divisive polem- 
ics were at first expressed subtly. The magazine spoke 
of the need for the party to engage in a programme of 
‘modernisation’ which was in fact already well in pro- 
gress. It suggested divisions between ‘modernisers’ and 
‘dinosaurs’ and ‘reactionaries’ which in reality did not 
exist. It called for organisational and promotional init- 
iatives which were already being pursued within the 
limits of the party’s then available resources. 

Later, Patriot became more strident and more dis- 
ruptive in its attempts to promote party divisions, and 
later still it descended to vicious and dishonest attacks 
on our editor. Though these attacks came mostly from 
Mir. Griffin's confederate Tony Lecomber, Mr. Griffin 
himself (by then party leader) made no attempt to curb 
them. It was not until there had been constant repetition 
of the attacks, not only in Patriot but by e-mails and 
other private communications, did we in this magazine 
attempt any reply. This came in an article in December 
2001, the tone of which was quite moderate by 
comparison with the ravings of Mr. Lecomber. 

In the meantime, there have been many develop- 
ments in the BNP about which we have been deeply 
unhappy but which we have not attacked publicly in 
these columns - precisely because of our wish strictly to 
ration comment that could appear divisive. And where 
we have been critical we have deliberately used 
language as restrained as possible. 


WORKING TOGETHER 


Nothing would please us more than for everyone in 
the BNP to be working together in the service of the 
party so as to take advantage of the tremendous oppor- 
tunities now opening up to it as public opinion starts to 
swing in its favour. 

But where we witness actions that we believe are 
seriously damaging to the party— not to say divisive of 
the party — we are not going to sit on our hands and say 
nothing. Elsewhere in this issue we deal with the recent 
excommunication from the BNP of one of its most 
popular activists and speakers, who has simply been 
railroaded out on the pretext of alleged assistance to its 
political enemies for which there is not a shred of evid- 
ence. This follows numerous other expulsions and 
banishments for ‘offences’ for which evidence has been 
lacking or which have been trivial in nature. In the mean- 
time, the egregious Mr. Lecomber has been permitted to 
act disruptively again and again without a finger being 
raised to discipline him. 

It seems to many that in the BNP today there is one 
law for one kind of member and another law for another 
kind — depending on where one stands in arguments 
over party leadership and policy. This has to stop. 

Furthermore, the party needs to utilise every personal 
talent and resource that is of benefit to it - which means 
getting rid of silly and petulant bans on people speaking 
which are based on nothing more than jealousy and dis- 
like. 


Little attention has been paid to the internal 
situation in Iraq which largely explains 
Saddam Hussein’s action. My knowledge 
comes from having worked there for several 
years. 

Saddam belongs to the 20-per-cent Sunni 
minority around Baghdad, which has 
dominated since the end of the British 
mandate in 1932. The Kurds in the north 
make up 20 per cent and the Shi’ites in the 
south 60 per cent. 

Given this situation, anything other than a 
strong, centralised dictatorship is unlikely. 
Internal stresses in the past have exploited 
perceived weakness, as illustrated by the 
overthrow of the Hashemite dynasty in 1958. 
Inspired by Egypt’s Nasser, an Iraqi dictator 
will find his strength in autocracy and prefer 
Western hostility to its friendship, as it 
enables him to act as a champion of Islam 
and an opponent of Israel. 

The removal of Saddam would not alter 
this. He would simply be replaced by some- 
one from the same community who would 
outdo him in ruthlessness. 

COLIN MITCHELL 
Letter in Sunday Times (11.8.02) 


Into these crowded islands they pour in 
steadily increasing numbers. According to 
the latest figures, inward migration is now 
running at about 250,000 a year, double the 
rate of a decade ago. 

That’s the equivalent of another city the 
size of Cambridge being created every six 
months, or one the size of Birmingham every 
five years. And this flood is not dispersing 
evenly around the country, but concentrating 
in London and the South East, just where the 
pressures on accommodation are the most 
acute... 

Yet the Home Office blithely says it has 
no view on whether immigration levels are 
too high or too low. Given the issue’s 
importance for this nation’s future — and the 
Government’s obsession with setting targets 
for everything — isn’t such shoulder-shrugg- 
ing irresponsibility a cause for the greatest 
concern? 

LEADER ARTICLE 
Daily Mail (5.8.02) 


Britain is now a joke, with the worst 
health service, the worst transport system, 
the worst state schools in Europe, yet after 
five full years in power Blair is blaming the 
Tories, and the thickest people of Europe 
nod their approval. A person’s chances of 
being mugged in London and other major 
British cities are six times higher than in the 
Big Bagel (New York City. Ed.), and only in 
England is defence of person or property 
regarded as an anti-social act, with the victim 
likely to be treated with more severity than 


the assailant. But the moment Blair returns 
from his holidays, he will stand up in some 
forum, spout the same tired old bullshit, and 
the people will cheer. 


TAKI 
The Spectator (17.8.02) 


The hypocrisy with which the Govern- 
ment has addressed — or not addressed — 
events in Zimbabwe is an object lesson in 
British policy failure. I am not just talking 
about what is happening to our kith and kin, 
although God knows that is grave enough. 
For years some of us have been warning the 
Government, and other countries in the 
developed world, that the inevitable conse- 
quence of Mugabe’s policies is famine. That 
is now happening, as the productive farmers 
of Zimbabwe are run off the land and 
replaced by people barely competent enough 
to grow their own hair. Mr. Blair could have 
pre-empted this by organising one of his 
celebrated military interventions, such as 
Sierra Leone or Kosovo, removing Mugabe 
and allowing a proper economy to flourish in 
Zimbabwe. 

Instead he prefers to go to international 
conferences where they wring their hands 
and bleed their hearts about poor starving 
Africans, and hope this makes everyone feel 
better. 

SIMON HEFFER 
The Sunday Telegraph (11.8.02) 


It is ethnic cleansing of the most brazenly 
racist kind. 

But what makes the planned expulsion of 
nearly 3,000 white farmers from their land in 
Zimbabwe even more appalling is that it has 
provoked not a peep from the outside world... 

No critical resolutions come from the UN, 
nor any condemnation from the Common- 
wealth or EU. 

Most shameful, though, is the indifference 
of New Labour. 

We are assured that it is morally imper- 
ative to send troops to the Balkans (specif- 
ically to end ethnic cleansing), to Sierra 
Leone, to Afghanistan and now Iraq. 

But when it comes to lifting a finger to 
end the brutalisation of a group with which 
we have ties of blood and loyalty, the 
Government doesn’t want to know. 

LEADER ARTICLE 
Daily Mail (9.8.02) 


The Government sent troops to defend the 
ethnic minorities of the former Yugoslavia, 
and its president is now on trial in The 
Hague, and our troops have been to various 
parts of Africa and Afghanistan to defend 
human rights. 

Currently in Zimbabwe there is ethnic 
cleansing of white Africans and also non- 


Shona black Africans, and there is silence 
from our Government, the UN, the EU and 
the many human rights organisations which 
were so vociferous in their support of Robert 
Mugabe when it was Rhodesia. 
Can anyone explain this to me, because I 
am at a loss to know why? 
STUART WALLACE 
Letter in Daily Telegraph (10.8.02) 


Britain led the world into industrialisation 
over 200 years ago and now looks like 
leading the world out of it. The difference is 
that this time no one else is following suit. 
What is disturbing is not just yesterday’s 
surprise statistics — showing a fall of 5.3 per 
cent in manufacturing output in June, the 
largest monthly fall since 1979... What is 
really worrying is that, even with an upward 
revision, manufacturing output is barely 
higher than it was as far back as 1974... 

Exactly how we have sunk to this state is 
still a matter of controversy. Manufacturing’s 
problems are basically those of a sector in 
long-term decline... whose weaknesses were 
exacerbated by globalisation, government 
neglect and a prolonged period with an over- 
valued currency. 

LEADER ARTICLE 
The Guardian (6.8.02) 


Those of us who fear for the future of the 
country have a hard choice to make. Should 
we try to haul the Tory Party out of the grave 
it is digging for itself? Or should we shovel 
more earth on top of it, in the hope that it will 
die all the faster and make way for something 
better? 

I am starting to favour the second option. 

PETER HITCHENS 
The Mail on Sunday (4.8.02) 


If Britain were to find a more independent 
policy — one which took more account of its 
own interests and less to the interests of 
others — your country could begin to recover 
its once-significant status in the Arab World. 

SADDAM HUSSEIN 
Interview in The Mail on Sunday (11.8.02) 


The refusal of the main parties to discuss 
the issue (Immigration. Ed.) may, just 
possibly, lead to the rise not of the ‘extreme 
right’ but of the plain majority, once they 
realise the extent of the fraud and deception 
the consensus of the parties has practised on 
them for the past 50 years. They may not be 
content with being abused as ‘right-wing 
extremists’ and ‘neo-nazis’ merely for having 
come to their senses at last. 

Already there are signs, faint but discern- 
ible, that this may be happening. 

PETER SIMPLE 
Daily Telegraph (9.8.02) 
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THE MEETING THEY 


ON THURSDAY, August Ist, I was pleased to 
accept an invitation to speak at a meeting held 
by the British National Party’s highly success- 
ful Burnley branch. Because the circumstances 
surrounding the meeting were rather out of the 
ordinary, | am making it the subject of this 
special report. 

The invitation came from Burnley organ- 
iser Steve Smith and was received back in 
June. As time passed by, I received notice of 
interest starting to build up, with people from 
other parts of the North West and beyond 
wanting to attend. One group of friends in the 
South, based partly in Southend and partly in 
Milton Keynes, informed me that they would 
like to drive up and, moreover, bring a video 
camera with them so as to film the event. I 
contacted the Burnley organiser and asked if 
there would be any problems with this. He 
replied not. At the same time I asked if there 
was any objection to my bringing copies of 
Spearhead and of my book The Eleventh Hour 
for sale at the meeting. He said there was no 
objection. 

A short time subsequently, it occurred to 
me that because the then latest (August) issue 
of Spearhead contained some items of internal 
controversy in connection with the BNP it 
would be better not to take this issue but to 
take the previous (July) issue instead. I did not 
want unnecessary divisions to break out at the 
meeting over the contents, and I informed 
Steve Smith accordingly. 

Just over a week before the meeting was 
due to take place I was informed that it would 
be the target of picketing by the so-called 
‘Anti-Nazi League’ and that ANAL’s mobilis- 
ation appeal concerning it could be seen on 
that organisation’s website, which it was. 

This came as something of a surprise. I 
was fairly sure, and subsequently obtained 
confirmation, that no party meetings in the 
North West of England had been targeted by 
ANAL or any other left-wing groups for some 
years. Such groups had been present at the 
BNP’s election campaigns last April and May 
and again on an occasion when its elected 
councillors made their entry into the council 
chamber shortly afterwards, but not at party 
meetings. In July an Oldham branch meeting 
addressed by BNP chairman Nick Griffin had 


Dear John 


| am sending this via e-mail since 
there is not time to guarantee delivery 
before you leave home to speak in Burnley, 
and | only heard yesterday about the 
matter in question. 

Personally, | think that it was a 
mistake to have you speak in Burnley, 
since it has given the ANAL an open goal in 
PR terms, and your past will clearly be used 
by the local media to hit our councillors in 
the present. That said, it’s better that we 
take the flak now than nearer to an elect- 
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passed off with no ANAL or any other oppos- 
ition presence. Why then were the ‘oppo’ 
turning out for this one at Burnley? Was this 
some special compliment to me, or was there 
more behind it? 

I then recalled a rather puerile stunt pulled 
by the party’s Branch Development Officer 
Tony Lecomber sometime last year, which 
consisted of the printing and circulation of an 
imaginary local newspaper called “The 
Evening Chronicle’ comprising a four-page 
defamation of me, part of which included a 
fictitious report of a meeting at which | had 
spoken which had ended in chaos after left- 
wing demonstrators had staged a riot. The 
message of this piece of filth was clear: it was 
an appeal to party members, and especially 
organisers, not to invite me to speak at their 
local meetings. It described, as Mr. Lecomber 
delicately put it, “... what can happen if you 
invite a thieving scumbag to speak at your 
meeting.” At the time I speculated as to 
whether the next step would be the tipping off 
of left- wing militants of any scheduled 
meeting at which I was speaking — so as to get 
them there to make trouble and thereby justify 
the Lecomber message. 

Lecomber acknowledged being the author 
of this rag but was never subjected to any 
disciplinary action as a result, nor was he 
relieved of any of his offices in the party. In 
the meantime there have been several other 
members given various disciplinary punish- 
ments, including expulsion from the party, for 
much lesser misdemeanours and sometimes 
for no known misdemeanours at all. 

The obvious question therefore occurred to 
me, when I heard of the pending ANAL dem- 
onstration at the Burnley meeting, of whether 
it had been Tony Lecomber who had passed on 
the information about the meeting to ANAL. 
And if so, did he act off his own bat in this 
matter or was it done in collusion with others? 
Read on and make up your own mind. 


PRESSURE TO CANCEL 

Nearer to the date of the meeting I spoke 
again to Burnley organiser Steve Smith. He 
informed me that he had just returned from 
holiday and had found numerous e-mails 
awaiting him urging him to cancel the 
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ion, and | have no intention of interfering 
with the decision of the local organiser. 

Similarly, while | gather that the 
latest Spearhead is an absolute disgrace, 
and will only demoralise anyone who reads 
it (as, of course, is your intention), | am 
leaving it up to Steve Smith and the Coun- 
cillors Support Team to decide between 
themselves whether or not to have it on 
sale at the meeting tomorrow. 

On the question of your videoing the 
meeting, however, which is the thing | 
heard about yesterday, there can be no 


meeting. To his credit, he declined to do so. I 
should state firmly at this point that Steve has 
told me that he does not wish to take sides in 
any internal quarrel concerning me, nor for his 
branch to be dragged into it either. I entirely 
endorse and respect his position in this regard. 
In this matter he has only tried to act fairly 
and out of consideration for the good of the 
party; he is not interested in aligning himself 
or his branch with ‘factions’. 

The pressures upon Burnley branch to call 
off the meeting only served to convince me 
yet more strongly that there was a connection 
between these and the promised ANAL dem- 
onstration. Some may claim that it was the 
pending demonstration that led to the 
pressures to call off the meeting, but I am 
inclined to believe that the truth was the other 
way round: encouragement to ANAL to dem- 
onstrate was given in order to provide a pre- 
text for calling off the meeting. 

For a description of the meeting itself, 
beginning from our arrival in Burnley on the 
evening, I am going to leave things to my 
friend Graham John, and you may read his 
report on the opposite page. I will only add 
three things of note:- 

When I and my group of friends entered 
the meeting room we sensed that there was a 
great deal of hostility in some of the faces of 
those in attendance. I hold no resentment 
towards these people; they had obviously been 
‘wound up’ in opposition to me by certain 
others in the party and did not know any 
better. When we departed at the end, it was 
noticeable that much of the hostility had 
evaporated. 

Furthermore, our camera team were told 
that, on orders from Mr. Nick Griffin, no film 
may be made of the meeting. 

Finally, after I had finished my speech and 
left the platform I was handed a letter sent to 
me by Nick Griffin explaining his attitude 
over some of these matters. | am reproducing 
this letter verbatim on these pages. Save for 
my repeating that it was I myself who decided 
not to have the August issue of Spearhead on 
sale at the meeting, I feel that Mr. Griffin’s 
letter can be left to stand on its own and be 
judged by our readers without the need for 
any comment. JHT 


such live-and-let-live attitude. In the case 
of Burnley in particular, any such video 
would inevitably be obtained by our oppo- 
nents. This would make it highly likely that, 
just before next May’s elections, we'd see 
a North West TV programme contrasting 
the careful, moderate message of our 
election material and expressed by our 
councillors during their post-election press 
conference, and a clip of you in full rant 
about “no compromise, blah, blah...” and 
shots of the kind of audience enthusiasm 


Contd. on next page 


) 


which it is very easy to generate with such 
sentiments. The programme would stress 
that this “secretly obtained footage” was 
shot in Burnley after the BNP “conned 
electors by portraying a moderate image 
but, as we see, behind the scenes in the 
town, blah, blah...” 


While Burnley would be a particularly 
dangerous place for you to be filmed 
speaking on account of the way the event 
is already being used against us in the 
town, the problem goes beyond that and, 
accordingly, so does the bar on the video- 
ing of such events. As you will be aware, 
having written the section in question, the 
BNP constitution forbids officials from 
making unauthorised statements on behalf 
of the party to the media. Your past profile 
is such that any video of you at an official 
BNP meeting is liable to be used by the 
media as an Official representation of the 
party, both in terms of policy and attitude/ 
image. | am therefore directing that there 
should be no videoing or filming of you — or 
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anybody else — at any BNP meeting 
without the prior express and written 
permission either of myself or of a party 
officer to whom | delegate such permiss- 
ion-granting power. If you want to make 
and sell a video of yourself speaking in 
your unofficial capacity direct to the 
camera, but not to a BNP audience, then | 
have no objection provided that your 
message remains within the terms of our 
constitution and annexed code of conduct. 
While writing, in order to avoid any 
misunderstanding in the future, | also wish 
to point out that the offer of an exception 
for you to the rule which requires a leader- 
ship challenger who is not an office-holder 
to produce 100 signatures in support of his 
right to stand is now withdrawn. My 
reason for this ‘U-turn’ is that, while a year 
or so ago it would have been possible for 
you — if elected — to make a half-decent job 
of running the party (in a technical, rather 
than a political sense), the BNP’s internal 
machinery is now so much larger and 


sophisticated that you would be incapable 
of doing so. The BNP can no longer be run 
as the one-man-band operation you used 


to run; although things are by no means 


perfect we do now have a proper manage- 
ment structure, something to which your 
style of leadership is wholly unsuited. 

For me to make an exceptiontoa 
rule to make it easier for you to stand than 
anyone else in your circumstances would 
inevitably be seen as implying that | think 


that you would be fit for the job of running 
the British National Party. You are not, and 


it would be highly irresponsible of me to 
do anything that could be taken to suggest 
otherwise. Accordingly, while | won’t 
mind a bit should you decide to stand for 


the leadership at some stage in the future, 


you must qualify to do so inthe same way 
as anyone else. 


Yours sincerely 
Nick Griffin 
Chairman, British National Party 


GRAHAM JOHN reports on a great meeting 


On our arrival at the meeting venue in Burnley 
we were met by polite and smiling police officers 
who seemed to have the situation well under con- 
trol, with the ANAL mob, accompanied by local 
Labourites, reduced to screaming in the rain well 
out of range — fortunate for them in view of the 
physical calibre of some of the BNP stewards 
keeping order inside! 

The building was constructed from local stone, 
nestling amongst others of similar style projecting 
an image of Lancashire sturdiness and reliability. 

The exterior did not belie the interior. The 
meeting room was carpeted throughout; windows 
let into the rugged stone walls were heavily cur- 
tained; velvet-upholstered chairs were arranged 
around tables and a lectern stood before a stage. 
Flags were hanging from the timber roof beams. 
Across the stage was a BNP banner incorporating 
the party roundel and King Alfred the Great. 

The meeting was opened by organiser Steve 
Smith after about 100 attendees had obtained ref- 
reshments and taken their seats. Steve welcomed 
both locals and those who had travelled some 
distance. 

He then went on to explain that the electoral 
success of Burnley BNP didn’t just happen; it was 
the result of many months hard work and dedic- 
ation; walking the streets leafleting, canvassing 
door to door, getting out speaking to people and 
doing it all on a regular basis. Steve told those 
present who had come from outside Burnley that 
similar success could be theirs but they would 
have to engage in the same hard work. Applause 
was spontaneous. 

Steve Smith then introduced a man he said had 
given his life to nationalist politics, the founder of 
the British National Party, John Tyndall. 

JT opened his address with congratulations on 
the extraordinary electoral success in Burnley and 
particularly in the face of a sustained barrage of 
media hate. 

He likened the country and its leaders to the 
inhabitants of an insane asylum, doing everything 


contrary to common sense and against the interest 
of the people. He gave the examples of Blair’s 
war on terrorism but not on the IRA; money for 
asylum-seekers but not our needy folk; building 
houses on greenbelt land for immigrants but not 
for the British people. And the official opposition, 
theTories, were pathetic: they went along with it. 

They say we are ‘haters’, said Mr. Tyndall, but 
what we hate is the treason, the cowardice, the 
gutlessness, the corruption, the lies — in fact, the 
whole dungheap of modern politics; that’s what 
we hate! By now JT had warmed to his theme, and 
the audience was with him all the way, as his 
voice raised to a crescendo. But now, he said, 
there is a turning point: people are turning to the 


British National Party and in large numbers right 
across the country. Burnley, however, has assured 
its place in our party’s history because we can 
always say: here is where it began! 

The standing ovation seemed endless. 

Steve Smith then introduced one of the 
branch’s newly elected councillors, David 
Edwards, who took the lectern to great applause. 
Speaking briefly, he described the work he had 
been doing, saying that it was very time-consum- 
ing but enjoyable. He too gave credit to those who 
had worked so hard for the victory. 

Eventually, Steve Smith was able to make 
announcements and close a most successful and 
enjoyable meeting. 


STANDING OVATION 


The audience rises at the end of Tyndall’s speech 
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A GREAT MAN PASSES ON 


IAN BUCKLEY pays tribute to Dr. W.L. Pierce 


“You must attend to the people’s need 
henceforth; no further may I stay.” 
BEOWULF 


I NEVER KNEW William Pierce, though 
I felt I knew him well enough from exten- 
sive reading of his published works, espec- 
ially those contained in the Free Speech 
archives. 

At times, his writing seemed to strike 
directly home, almost as though he was 
reading my mind:- 

“And while I was doing these things — 
while I was growing up and studying 
and working — America, my country, 
the country my parents and grand- 
parents and great grandparents and 
great-great grandparents for many 
generations had built with their hands 
and their hearts and their brains and 
their blood, was being destroyed, was 
being turned upside down and inside 
out, was being degraded, was being 
perverted into something ugly and 
alien. You’ve seen it yourself. You 
know what I’m talking about.” 


Born in 1933, William Luther Pierce 
was apolitical in his youth, devoting his 
time and energy exclusively to his scien- 
tific and academic career, gaining a physics 
doctorate from the University of Colo- 
rado, before beginning teaching at Oregon 
University. 

As soon as Pierce began to realise that 
something was deeply rotten in the state of 
America, he abandoned his safe and well- 
paid job to start extensive reading and 
investigation into political and historical 
matters. Dr. Pierce deserves high praise 
for demonstrating in such a dramatic 
fashion that for him principles were more 
important than money. 

After founding the National Alliance 
in 1974, Dr. Pierce usually worked up to 
80 hours a week to build up that assoc- 
iation into America’s premier nationalist 
movement. 


No mincing of words 


Now, just as was his right under the 
First Amendment, established by America’s 
founding fathers, Pierce never minced his 
words when attacking those he perceived 
as destroying his country. 

As with another cat-loving American, 
Ezra Pound, when we look though Pierce’s 
writings and broadcasts it’s foolish to 
consider them in PC-fashion, as ‘hurtful’ 
or ‘harmful’ just on the basis of a few stray 
phrases. Instead, we should consider the 
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overall body of work in the round, and 
ask: are these things really so? To which 
question the answer must surely be in the 
affirmative: yes — with the proviso that a 


on Baghdad air-raid shelters that slaugh- 
ters a thousand or more women and child- 
ren can be sanctified as a ‘surgical strike’. 
Civilians sheltering under Red Cross 


Dr. William L. Pierce, Chairman of the US-based 
National Alliance, died unexpectedly at his 
West Virginia home on the 23rd July, following 
a battle with cancer lasting less than a month 


little quibbling over some of the details is 
perfectly acceptable. 

Even the little rabbit or vole in the 
meadow will defend itself when it comes 
under attack. But we in Britain often seem 
unable to realise that a ruthless multi-front 
war has been waged against us for 
decades, and that we are being defeated 
and routed while — incredibly — hardly 
realising what is happening to us. There 
are just a few inconsequential grumbles as 
crime hits the roof, another boatload of 
asylum-seekers reaches our land and 
what’s left of our industrial base gets 
exported eastwards. Shuffling to the 
slaughterhouse, as one of Pierce’s broad- 
casts put it. 

Now we all know that the ‘civilised 
world’ can put up with quite a lot. A raid 


protection can be shelled out of existence 
at Qana without attracting too much atten- 
tion. The Jenin massacre, witnessed by 
dozens upon dozens of people, can be 
airbrushed out of history by the compliant 
UN. 


Selective description of ‘hate’ 

But direct, as Pierce did, the occas- 
ional derogatory bar-room or parade- 
ground racial epithet towards Marc Rich 
and the ‘civilised world’ will go into 
shock! The looting and degradation of 
Russia, and the frozen old babushkas 
begging in the streets are of little account, 
it seems, compared to such ‘hate’! One is 
reminded of the little joke about ‘hate’ 
literature and speech: it’s just what the 
powers-that-be would hate you to read or 


WELCOME GUEST 
Here Dr. Pierce is seen at the BNP annual rally in London in 1995. Thomas 
Andersson of Sweden is speaking. Seated are: left to right, John Morse (chair- 
man), William Pierce and John Tyndall. 


hear. 

Pierce, in conversation with his bio- 
grapher Robert Griffin, did realise that he 
had a tendency to over-simplify and exag- 
gerate the issues. What was necessary was 
to pitch the argument such that someone 
just a level above ‘Joe Sixpack’ could 
understand the message. As William 
Pierce warned in one of his last broad- 
casts, time was running out for America, 
and given that fact it was futile to try to get 
the masses to understand the subtleties of 
Werner Sombart or Oswald Spengler. 

In what was to be the last series of 
American Dissident Voices — those made 
following the September 11th attacks in 
New York and Washington — Pierce 
seemed to be trying to reach out to a 
broader constituency and appeal to those 
awakened by the terrible consequences of 
the US’s unconditional backing for Israel. 


Humour 


In spite of the deadly seriousness of 
the situation, flashes of humour are evident 
throughout Pierce’s broadcast writings: “I 
believe that Howdy Doody or Fred Flint- 
stone could have been up there on the 
speaker’s podium with the Presidential 
seal, saying the same things Clinton said, 
and as long as the media people treated it 


seriously the viewers would see nothing 
amiss.” 

This surrealistic situation applies in 
this country too. As the political equiv- 
alent of the ex-pop star Jason Donovan — 
an earlier discovery of the noble Lord 
Levy — Blair is simply not worth getting 
excited about. He’s no more than a one- 
minute wonder who will be completely 
forgotten if and when some even more 
pliant puppet is inflicted upon us. Incid- 
entally, whatever did happen to that Major 
chap? Is he making an inventory of cricket 
balls and batting pads at Lords, perhaps? 

William Pierce always lamented the 
loss of our old virtues of honour, nobility 
and loyalty. He warned time and time 
again that a people who lacked a sense of 
honour, and were concerned only for the 
‘fast buck’, would inevitably turn into a 
rabble, fit only for exploitation or dest- 
ruction. He was one of those who realise 
that civilisation must be built on a spirit- 
ual basis, in marked contrast to all the 
repellent jobsworths and twisters who 
infest politics and journalism with their 
‘look-after-number-one’ mentality. In 
contrast to these ‘leaders’ of despair, 
decay and fragmentation, William Luther 
Pierce understood the spiritual, indeed 
mystical, basis upon which a healthy 


society must be founded:- 


“Our truth tells us that no man, no 
race, not even this planet, exists as an 
end in itself. The only thing which 
exists as an end in itself is the whole. 
The whole of which the things I just 
named are parts. The universe is the 
physical manifestation of the whole. 
The whole is continually changing and 
always will be. It is evolving. That is, 
it is moving toward ever more 
complex, ever higher, states of exist- 
ence. 

“From the beginning, the whole, the 
creator, the self-created, has followed, 
has in fact embodied, an upward urge 
— an urge toward higher and higher 
degrees of self-consciousness, toward 
ever more nearly perfect states of self- 
realisation. In man — in our race in 
particular — this upward urge, this 
divine spark, has brought us to a new 
threshold.. 

“All we require is that you share with 
us a commitment to the simple, but 
great, truth which I have explained to 
you here, that you understand that you 
are a part of the whole, which is the 
creator, that you understand that your 
purpose, the purpose of mankind and 
the purpose of every other part of 
creation, is the creator’s purpose, that 
this purpose is the never-ending 
ascent of the path of creation, the path 
of life symbolised by our life rune...” 


Reminiscences and salute from JOHN TYNDALL 


THE CAUSE of white survival throughout the world often suffers 
through lack of leaders equal to the greatness of the mission thrust 
upon them. This most certainly could not be said of William L. Pierce — 
one of the few really exceptional men to answer the call to defend our 
race in modern times. 

There is much that I could say about William Pierce which has been 
admirably said by Ian Buckley, so I will not bore the reader with 
repetition. However, I did know Pierce personally — as well as the 
distance between two continents allowed. I was a guest at his home on 
my visit to the US in 1979 and he at mine when he came to Britain in 
1995. The latter visit enraged our Jewish Home Secretary Michael 
Howard, and the visitor was curtly told by Howard's office that he 
would not be permitted to enter the United Kingdom should he wish to 
come here again. This was despite the fact while here he engaged in no 
public agitation of any kind, had never broken the law either in his 
country or ours, and in fact was almost wholly of British stock — a 
descendant of the very best of the breed who had pioneered America 
and built it into a super-power. By contrast, every kind of alien 
troublemaker is allowed into Britain to do almost as he or she likes — 
without any action by our civil authorities to deport. 

William Pierce was good company. I can confirm Ian Buckley's 
testimony to his sense of humour. What was also refreshing about him 
was his complete disinclination to engage in personal attacks on other 
nationalist leaders or their organisations, despite the readiness of 
many of them to attack him. The same was noticeable in his written and 
spoken output. He was utterly lacking in pomposity or any evident sense 
of self-importance. If he believed himself to be someone special — which 
he had every right to do — he never showed it. 

William Pierce was a capable platform speaker, though not an 
exceptional one. Showmanship and histrionics were not his style. He 
once said to me that he found fluency of words difficult and needed to 
speak from a thoroughly prepared script. This, of course, was possible 
in his radio broadcasts, and in that field he knew no superior. Not only 


was the content of these talks brilliantly put together, because both 
intellectually powerful and at the same time understandable to the most 
unsophisticated listener, but the talks were expressed with a force and 
urgency that really imbued those who heard them with the desire to act. 

It was difficult to compare Pierce’s organisation with our own 
British National Party because the National Alliance was not a party 
itself and did not engage in elections. Pierce’s view was that an élite 
force comprising people of high intelligence and character must first be 
built before any effective political breakthrough would be possible. As 
to how that breakthrough would occur, he was a little ambiguous but 
often spoke as if he could not see it coming except by armed insur gence. 
From a British standpoint, it is difficult to evaluate such a strategy 
when it is applied to the American scene. However, Pierce tended to be 
one who operated according to the formula of first things first: he 
stressed that what was needed immediately was the creation of an 
alternative opinion media able to reach the intelligent and the publicly 
spirited, and it was upon this that he concentrated his efforts. In his 
radio broadcasts he took advantage of a medium almost certainly 
beyond the reach of nationalists in Britain at the present time. The size, 
spread and decentralisation of the United States, together with the 
nonconformism of many of its people — the descendants of rebellious 
stock, has resulted in the existence of radio stations run often by 
proprietors with a sturdy sense of independence. He related to me once 
with a chuckle how one such proprietor was visited by an aggressive 
representative of the most powerful ethnic lobby in the country and 
urged to drop the Pierce broadcasts — to which he responded with two 
short Anglo-Saxon words of four and three letters respectively. Would 
that there were more of such men around! 

The same, of course, could be said of William Pierce himself. He 
was an inspiration to white-race patriots the world over — a giant not 
only in intellect but, perhaps even more important, in moral character. 
His single-minded dedication to the cause of his race, above all 
personally selfish considerations, was an example to us all. 
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Solzhenitsyn: the 
victory of integrity 


Solzhenitsyn: a soul in exile, 
by Joseph Pearce (Harper 
Collins, hc 1999, pb 2000) 


ALEXANDER SOLZHENITSYN is one of 
the greatest European writers, and his work 
merits comparison with those of Dante, 
Shakespeare and Goethe. He is also a man 
who has led a life of heroic witness, first 
against the Soviet communist tyranny and 
secondly against the corruption of the 
Western World by humanism, materialism 
and hedonistic consumerism. For both 
reasons this important new biography, 
insightful and succinct, is to be heartily 
welcomed. 

Joseph Pearce writes from a Catholic 
Chnistian perspective. In general, his account 
effectively conveys the extraordinary serious- 
ness of the great Russian writer and the 
importance of his wide-ranging public utter- 
ances. Unlike previous biographers, Pearce 
had Solzhenitsyn’s support and co-operation, 
so that he has been able to draw on a lengthy 
personal interview with his subject. 

In a couple of respects, which will be 
touched on later, the book 1s a little limited by 
a wish to avoid too great a degree of political 
incorrectness. 


Early Life 


Solzhenitsyn was a precocious boy whose 
achievements at school were outstanding. His 
youth was characterised by a conflict between 
the secretive Orthodox Christianity of his 
family and the communist propaganda of his 
education. This resulted in a temporary 
victory for the state; however, the seeds of 
religious faith had been well planted and did 
not die. 

One of his earliest memories always 
carried warmth and security: “the reassuring 
icon that hung in one corner of his room,” 


whose holy face “seemed to be gazing directly 


at him like a true guardian angel.” His aunt 
Irina was a major influence. “She was a true 
mystic, deriving sense and sustenance from 
the mysteries of the Gospels and the richness 
of the Orthodox liturgy.” Irina believed that 
beauty and truth were inseparable. She 
showed her nephew “how the history of the 
church was inextricably intertwined with the 
history of the nation,” and instilled “a 
patriotic love of the past and a firm faith in 
the greatness and sacred destiny of the 
Russian people.” 

Despite this heritage, schooling and peer 
pressure eventually made the young Solzhen- 
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itsyn a dedicated Marxist; for “the Soviet 
education system, as part of its indoctrination 
strategy, had virtually abolished the teaching 
of history except in a highly selective and 


PART ONE 


slanted way, and had replaced it with propa- 
ganda and ideological thinking.” Years later, 
Solzhenitsyn looked back on his Marxist 
youth with shame and grieved over “the 
astonishing swinishness of egotistical youth,” 
for he and his friends had had “no sense of 
living in the midst of a plague, that people 
were dropping all around us.” 

In April 1940, Solzhenitsyn married a 
fellow student, Natalya Reshetovskaya. In 
Spring 1941 he gained a brilliant first-class 
honours degree from Rostov University in 
mathematics and physics. In 1942 he was 
accepted into the army, soon becoming a first 
lieutenant. 


Army Experiences 

Solzhenitsyn regarded his time in the 
Soviet army as the first of three crucial 
defining phases of his life. Between 1943 and 
1945 he fought bravely and took part in the 
advance on Germany; but “all the time a 
metamorphosis was taking place as a direct 
result of the suffering he saw around him.” 


ALEXANDER SOLZHENITSYN 


Suffered for his beliefs more than poss- 


ibly any man living. 


NIGEL JACKSON 
reviews a 


biography of the 
great Russian 
writer 


Solzhenitsyn was repelled by Stalin’s 
appalling message to his troops that “every- 
thing was allowed” and vainly counselled his 
own men on the need for moderation, self- 
restraint and honourable behaviour towards a 
vanquished foe. His grim impressions later 
contributed to the realism of his magnificent 
war novel Axgust 1914 and to his narrative 
poem Prussian Nights, the narrator of which 
“begins to perceive something metaphysically 
infernal in the physical inferno all about him.” 
Gleb Nerzhin in The First Circle echoes his 
author’s memory: “The lower I sank in that 
inhumanly ruthless world, in some strange 
way the more I listened to those few who, 
even then, spoke to my conscience.” Pearce 
comments that Solzhenitsyn “was beginning 
to perceive that a spirit of sacrifice was at the 
heart of marriage, and of life, and that the 
selfish pursuit of needlessly created wants was 
an obstacle to true happiness.” 


Arrest and Imprisonment 


One of the greatest shocks of Solzhen- 
itsyn’s life came when, totally out of the blue, 
he was arrested by the political police on 9th 
February 1945 and charged with committing 
anti-Soviet propaganda and founding a hostile 
organization. Solzhenitsyn was destined to 
serve out an eight-year prison term at various 
locations and regarded this experience as the 
second crucial defining phase of his life. “It 
allowed me to understand Soviet reality in its 
entirety.” Prison returned to him the Chris- 
tian spirit of his childhood. 

One influence was a fellow dissident at 
Butyrki Prison, Boris Gammerov, who asked: 
“Why do you not admit the possibility that a 
political leader might sincerely believe in 
God?” Solzhenitsyn “suddenly realised that 
his condemnation had been spoken not out 
of conviction but as the result of a Pavlovian 
response instilled by Soviet education.” 

Pearce comments that, inevitably, Sol- 
zhenitsyn was forced to question the meaning 
of life itself. “It was the beginning of an 
ardent and arduous search for truth which 
was to preoccupy him throughout the long 
years and drudgery of the labour camps... He 
was beginning to discern that a man’s spirit 
was not determined by his material circum- 
stances but could rise above them.” 


Self-exploration 


On July 9th 1947 Solzhenitsyn arrived at 
Marfino, a special prison institute for scien- 
tific research, which was to be the inspiration 
for Mavrino, the major setting of his first 


novel, The First Circle. Here he met Dimitri 
Panin and Lev Kopelev, models for the 
characters Dimitri Sologdin and Lev Rubin. 
One was “the very image of an idealised 
knight of Christendom” and the other “a 
deeply committed Marxist, loyal party 
member, and staunch supporter of the Soviet 
regime.” Pearce describes the “triumvirate of 
truth-seekers whose interminable arguments 
never became quarrels” and comments that 
The First Circle “at its highest level is a hymn 
of praise to the pursuit of philosophical truth 
in the midst of tribulation.” 

At the same time, Solzhenitsyn was seeing 
his literary vocation more clearly. “With an 
iron determination, he was resolved to tell the 
truth — the full, unexpurgated truth — about 
life in Stalin’s camps. 

In August 1950 he was transferred to 
Ekibastuv labour camp deep in the semi-arid 
steppes of Kazakhstan. This much more 
severe and cruel prison was to provide the 
setting for the short novel Oxe day in the hfe of 
Ivan Denisovitch. Then, on 30th January 1952 
he was diagnosed as having cancer. 


Facing death 


Solzhenitsyn found that “he had passed 
from the desperation of the labour camp to 
the desolation of his death bed.” He was 
now undergoing the third and final crucial 
defining experience of his life. He was oper- 
ated on and made a good recovery. 

Pearce, warming to his own major theme, 
reports how the prisoner, in facing possible 
death, had gained a much greater understand- 
ing of life. As he wrote to Natalya: “Years go 
by, yes, but if the heart grows warmer from 
the misfortunes suffered, if it is cleansed 
therein — the years are not going by in vain.” 

A critical turning-point was a testimony 
by one of the camp doctors, Boris Kornfeld, 
who told his patient of his own conversion 
from Judaism to Christianity. Solzhenitsyn, 
ripe for conversion, shuddered at the mystical 
knowledge in his voice as he explained: 
“There is no punishment that comes to us in 
this life on earth which is undeserved.” 

These words lay upon Solzhenitsyn’s soul 
like an inheritance. He regained his Christian 
faith. 

As he reflected on his life, he realized that 
the truth went deeper than Komfeld had 
seen, and that “the meaning of earthly exist- 
ence lies not as we have grown used to 
thinking, in prospering, but in the develop- 
ment of the soul.” Punishment is inflicted on 
those whose development holds out hope 


Years of Exile 

Solzhenitsyn was freed on 13th February 
1953, and on 3rd March arrived at his desig- 
nated place of exile, Kok-Terek, on the 
southern fringe of Kazakhstan’s vast desert 
of Bet-Pak-Dala. 

Two days later Stalin died. 

In April Solzhenitsyn became a high 
school teacher of mathematics and physics. 


Soon, however, the spectre of cancer 
returned and on 4th January 1954 he was 
admitted to Ward 13 of the Tashkent Medical 
Institute, destined to be the background to, 
and inspiration of, his second long novel, 
Cancer W ard. 

In this work, Oleg Kostoglotov (like Gleb 
Nerzhin in The First Circle) mirrors much of 
his author’s nature and experience. We read 
how Oleg came to understand that “a man 
can cross the threshold of death even when 
his body 1s not dead... All of a sudden you 
find you’ve forgotten all those who tres- 
passed against you and bear no ill-will 
towards those who persecuted you.” 

Once again, Solzhenitsyn made a 
wonderful recovery, and in 1955 he began 
sustained work on The First Circk. A series of 
events now began to unfold which would 
make him world famous and Public Enemy 
Number One of the tyrannous USSR. 

In 1956 the head of state, Nikita Krush- 
chev, broke the taboo of several decades by 
giving a ‘secret speech’ to the Twentieth 
Party Congress in which Stalin was criticised 
openly for the first time and held responsible 
for the sufferings of millions during the Red 
Terror. The political rehabilitation of Sol- 
zhenitsyn soon followed. On February 6th all 
charges against him were dropped on the 
grounds that there was an absence of proof 
of a crime; and the Military Collegium of the 
Supreme Court found that he had “fought 
courageously for his homeland, more than 
once displayed personal heroism and inspired 
the devotion of the section he commanded, 
which was the best in his unit for discipline 
and battle effectiveness.” On 20th June Sol- 
zhenitsyn left Kok-Terek. 


‘Tvan the Terrible’ 


In October Natalya and he began to live 
together again; but, as an upwardly mobile 
professional who had retained her Marxist 
outlook, she could not endorse her husband’s 
new “gospel of self-limitation, seeking to live 
as simply as possible without the glitter and 
glamour of modern diversions.” 

Solzhenitsyn, on 18th May 1959, hit on 
the idea of structuring his proposed novel on 
the Ekibastuv camp as a single day in the life 
of an ordinary prisoner there. This was the 
germ, notes Pearce, of “one of the most 
influential books ever written. In its power to 
undermine the very foundations of the Soviet 
system, One Day in the Life of Ivan Denisovich 
would become a literary Ivan the Terrible.” 

The book conveys many of his key 
themes: “the loss and recovery of human 
dignity; the injustice at the heart of Soviet 
justice’; ennoblement versus decay; 
self-limitation versus selfishness; hints of 
divine providence; hunger and the 
description of meals as a pseudo-religious 
ritual; and the Christian response to the 
prisoner’s sense of hopelessness and the 
temptation to despair.” Pearce particularly 
admires the heroism of Alyosha the Baptist in 


the novel: “He is principal because he is 
principled” and embodies “the triumph of 
belief over adversity.” 

One Day in the Life of Ivan Denisovich was 
published in November 1962 after Krush- 
chev himself had defended it against the 
hardline communists who would topple him 
in 1964. 


Warrior for Truth 


When Leonid Brezhnev came to power in 
October 1964, Solzhenitsyn became a literary 
pariah. Thus, he allowed his writings to be 
published more and more in the underground 
literature of samizdat (self-publishing house). 
His prose poems even appeared in the West 
in the émigré magazine Grani. Solzhenitsyn 
was determined not to be silenced. 

In 1965 he was working in secret on The 
Gulag Archipelago, a detailed history of the 
Soviet prison system. In September the KGB 
got hold of a copy of The First Circk. Solzhen- 
itsyn “was now unpublishable; any assoc- 
iation with him could carry the risk of arrest.” 
Meanwhile his marriage continued to break 
down. 

In spring 1966 Cancer Ward was com- 
pleted and Solzhenitsyn decided to publish it 
in samizdat. In November he broke the rules 
by giving an interview to a foreign (Japanese) 
correspondent, in which he said: “The fight 
for peace is only part of the writer’s duties to 
society. Not one little bit less important is the 
fight for social justice and for the strength- 
ening of spiritual values in his contempor- 
aries.” 

On the 30th of that month he went even 
further, with an unparalleled attack on the 
KGB from a public platform: “There is a 
certain organisation that has no obvious claim 
to tutelage over the arts, that you may think 
has no business at all supervising literature - 
but that does these things.” 

On May 16th 1967 he wrote an important 
letter to the Fourth Soviet Writers’ Congress. 
Its target was “the no longer tolerable 
oppression in the form of censorship, which 
our literature has endured for decades.” 

Eighty members of the Writers’ Union 
signed a letter of support, stating that “liter- 
ature had been called upon to be the 
conscience of the people.” Solzhenitsyn 
sustained his campaign with a letter in Sept- 
ember to the secretariat of the Union: “I do 
not believe that it is the task of literature, 
with respect to either society or the individ- 
ual, to conceal the truth or to tone it down.” 


Enemy of the State 

As this David-and-Goliath struggle 
intensified, Solzhenitsyn on 26th August 
1968 met Natalya Svetlova, a Muscovite born 
in 1939 who was destined to become his 
second wife four years later, bear his three 
children, accompany him into twenty years of 
exile in the West and become his chief friend 
and helpmate. In autumn 1968 The First Circle 


Contd. overleaf 
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SOLZHENITSYN: THE 
VICTORY OF INTEGRITY 
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and Cancer Ward were published in the USA 
and the UK. 

At a meeting of the Ryazan wniters’ 
organization, on 4th November 1969 Sol- 
zhenitsyn insisted: “No! It will not be poss- 
ible indefinitely to keep silent about Stalin’s 
crimes or to go against the truth. There were 
millions of people who suffered from the 
crimes and they demand exposure. It would 
be a good idea, too, to reflect what moral 
effect will the silence on these crimes have on 
the younger generation — it will mean the 
corruption of still more millions.” 

In the same month he was expelled from 
the USSR Union of Writers, promptly 
protesting to its secretariat in a letter. He 
reminded his persecutors that they belonged 
first and foremost to humanity, that what was 
required was freedom of thought and free- 
dom of speech. “Openness, honest and com- 
plete openness — that is the first condition of 
health in all societies, including our own. And 
he who does not want this openness for our 
country cares nothing for his fatherland and 
thinks only of his own interest. He who does 
not want this openness for his fatherland 
does not want to purify it of its diseases, but 
only to drive them inwards, there to fester.” 

The Russian had now become “a cause 
célebre, a living symbol of the struggle for 
human rights in the face of state censorship.” 

This status was consolidated permanently 
by the award on 8th October 1970 of the 
Nobel Prize for Literature “for the ethical 
force with which he has pursued the indis- 
pensable traditions of Russian literature.” 
Solzhenitsyn took time off from his labours 
on August 1914 to write his Nobel Lecture, 
One Word of Truth. \n it he wrote: “The task of 
the artist is to sense more keenly than others 
the harmony of the world, the beauty and the 
outrage of what man has done to it, and 
poignantly to let people know... By means of 
art we are sometimes sent — dimly, briefly — 
revelations unattainable by reason. 

On 11th June 1971 August 1914 was 
published in the West, with its author pulling 
no punches. He now showed that Marxism, 
pure or otherwise, was evil. Commenting on 
the words of the character Sanya, who tries to 
explain to his wife why he is enlisting (“I feel 
sorry for Russia.”), he explained that this was 
a character modelled on his own father. “At 
the time amongst that generation there was a 
pretty wide feeling of care, of feeling sorry 
for the country, and feeling concerned for 
what was going to happen to it. Today, 
unfortunately, much of this is lost. There are 
very few people left like this.” 

During 1972 Solzhenitsyn made his 
Christianity explicit in public at last in the 
Lenten Letter to the Patriarch of All Russia. This 
was a plea for the church to speak out more 
strongly against the persecution of religious 


practice in the USSR. 
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On 5th September 1973 Solzhenitsyn 
wrote a Letter to Soviet Leaders in which his 
concerns for quality of life were made 
manifest. He argued that, to secure the future 
and create a land of clean air and water for 
Russia’s children, it was necessary to over- 
come the dictatorship of short-term econ- 
omic considerations, and to renounce many 


“... as arule, educated people (are) more 

cowardly when confronted by left-wing 

loud- mouths than in face of machine guns.’ 
A. Solzhenitsyn (November 1916) 


: 


forms of industrial production which result in 
toxic waste. “In reducing our military forces 
we shall also deliver our skies from the 
sickening roar of aerial armadas... Give the 
country back a healthy sé/ence, without which 
you cannot begin to have a healthy people.” 


During 1973 Solzhenitsyn was editing 
From the Rubble, a collection of essays on the 
reconstruction of Russia to which he contrib- 
uted three. One of these was “As Breathing 
and Consciousness Return”; and in a post- 
script to this he summed up the immoral 
nature of Soviet totalitarianism: “Our present 
system is unique in world history, because 
over and above its physical and economic 
constraints, it demands of us total surrender 
of our souls, continuous and active particip- 
ation in the general, conscious /e.” 

In December he authorised the public- 
ation of the first volume of The Gulag Archi- 
pelago in Paris. This was the last straw for the 
Soviet dictatorship. On 12th February 1974 
Solzhenitsyn was arrested and charged with 
treason. The next day he was stripped of his 
citizenship and expelled from his homeland 
as a traitor. 


A Voice in the West 


In 1975 Solzhenitsyn published an auto- 
biography, The Oak and the Calf, to which in 
1995 he would add a supplement, Invisible 
Alhes. His poem Prussian Nights was also pub- 
lished. Later came a special segment of The 
Red Wheel under the title of Lenin in Zurich. 
This was an indictment of Lenin’s collabor- 
ation with Russia’s enemies during World 
War One. Pearce aptly notes: “Such a revis- 
ionist approach to Lenin’s shady business 
deals and to the role of the Germans and big 
business in the bankrolling of the Bolshevik 


Revolution would have been tantamount to 


>; and, indeed, 
the book was “seen by the Soviets as an act 
of unforgivable iconoclasm.” 

Supporters of historical revisionism in 
other contexts will be interested in Pearce’s 
comment about the author’s note at the end 
of Lenin in Zurich. Solzhenitsyn there 
expressed gratitude to certain western histor- 
ians who had “swum against the tide,” 
naming four in particular. “Specifically, one 
of the books which had concentrated on 
Lenin’s ties with Germany was simply 
rejected even though there were stacks of 
documents to verify its claims and people just 
continued to deny that these things had ever 
happened.” 


A new theme now entered the life of the 


blasphemy in the Soviet Union’ 


great Russian exile, who found himself 
“starting to side with Western dissidents”, 
since he was “no mere mouthpiece for the 
liberal humanists who ruled in the West.” In 
the first volume of The Gulag Archipelago he 
had questioned current political terminology: 
“T do not like these ‘left’ and ‘right’ classif- 
ications; they are conditional concepts, they 
are loosely bandied about, and they do not 
convey the essence.” He was failing “to 
genuflect before the altar of Western two- 
party democracy”. 

Pearce is eager, however, to see Solzhen- 
itsyn understood as a democrat; and this may 
be a weakness of the biographer’s own 
approach, since the insights that his subject 
had won are perhaps more compatible with 
traditional political orders that are hierarch- 
ical and aristocratic — something that Pearce 
never even considers. 

During his twenty years of exile in the 
West Solzhenitsyn would make many percep- 
tive criticisms of modern society. On his first 
visit to Britain in February 1976 he warned, 
during a BBC interview, of the dangers 
inherent in the retreat of the older generation 
who had yielded their intellectual leadership. 
Then, on 20th March, in an interview on 
Spanish T'V, he “courted controversy by 
stating that ‘the Christian world view’ had 
trumphed in the Spanish Civil War and 
provoked outrage in liberal-socialist circles by 
suggesting that, compared with the Soviet 
Union, Spain was a free society.” Regrettably, 
Pearce avoids defending Franco himself, 
merely referring to him as a “dictator” whose 
rule had been “authoritarian”. 

To be continued next month 
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NO ONE will seriously dispute that the 
British National Party, if it is to grow and 
become a major force in British politics, 

' must win over many people from the ranks 
both of the politically non-aligned and of 
the current supporters of the mainstream 
parties. This truth is so obvious as hardly to 
need stating: the simplest laws of political 
mathematics dictate it. 

It is atruth which, of course, a fringe 
element within the nationalist spectrum will 
reject, claiming that the maintenance of 
ideological ‘purity’ is more important than 
the expansion of the nationalist support 
base — and that if that means our being 
confined for ever to the political wilder- 
ness, so be it. We can go down gloriously 
to defeat inthe warm glow of knowledge 
that we remain right and all the others 
wrong! That element, however, can safely 
be ignored in this analysis. 

The whole question rests, not on 
whether we must win people over from the 
non-aligned and the mainstream, but on 
how. Here is where the potential for division 
opens up. 

| have encountered many theories of 
late which, although slightly varied in app- 
roach, all boil down to the same formula at 
the end of the day: the BNP must modify its 
policies so as to make itself acceptable to 
people to whom the traditional nationalist 
solutions are ‘too radical’, ‘too extreme’ 
and too tainted with ‘nazism’, ‘fascism’, 
etc., etc. The exponents of these theories 
usually have in mind what they imagine to 
be a huge reservoir of potential support 
inside the Tory, Labour and Liberal Demo- 
cratic Parties but particularly the former. 
They have mental pictures of legions of 
discontented Conservatives, fed up with 
Duncan Smith, fed up with Europe, fed up 
with immigration and fed up with the crime 
increase — all just waiting to cross over to a 
party like the BNP if only it presents itself 
with a ‘gentler’ image and waters down 
certain principles regarded at the moment 
as ‘harsh’ within the compass of orthodox 
opinion. 

The picture is an enticing one, but it is 
based on pure illusion. 


What have the Tories done? 


To answer these theorists, let us begin 
with a question: if these Conservatives — 
just to take the pool of potential recruit- 
ment considered most likely among the 
followers of the main parties — are so fed 
up with what has been happening, and 
with the failure of their own party and its 
leadership to adopt robust policies to deal 
with it, what have they done about it? 

What have the likes of them been doing 
while the Duncan Smiths, the Maudes, the 
Bercows, the Letwins and the Portillistas 
have been running rampant in the Tory 
Party and dictating policy? Where were 
they when former leader Willie Hague 
signed the pledge drawn up by the Comm- 
ission for Racial Equality demanding that 
politicians agree not to play the ‘race card’ 
during the 2001 general election? 

They may well have been muttering 
dissent under their breath. They may even 
have sent the odd irate letter to the Daily 


do without 


Telegraph or to Central Office. They may 
have cursed the party hierarchy after a few 
G&Ts at the bar of their local constituency 
Club. 
But that is a//they will have done — 
otherwise we would have heard about it. 
Had they been doing anything really 


JAMES THURGOOD 
surveys some 
recruitment 
imperatives 


determined and effective, there would have 
been convulsions within their party which 
would have been felt the length and 
breadth of Britain. There would have been a 
major civil war within British Conservatism. 
There would have been not just mutterings, 
not just murmurs, but exp/osions that 
would have torn their party in two — not a 
worse fate than.its present degeneration 
and impotence but, on the contrary, one 
out of which some positive good might 
have come. 


Barely a squeak of protest 


In effect, these people have sat on their 
butts and allowed the race-mixers, the 
liberals, the globalists and one-worlders to 
take over their party with barely a squeak 
of protest. 

And as for their suggestion that they 
would come over to the BNP if only it were 
to adopt more of a softly-softly image and 
approach, what does that mean? 

It means that they are people prepared 
to watch passively while more than a 
thousand years of British history are 
thrown down the drain — while an invasion 
takes place which promises to make 
Whites a minority in their country before 
the present century is out — rather than 
endorse measures for national salvation 
that appear a little too ‘rough’, a little too 
‘extreme’, for their delicate constitutions. 
Or otherwise they are plain stupid! 

They are like the man drowning at sea 
with his family who encounters a lifeboat 
ready to rescue them. But rather than 
clamber aboard the boat pulling the family 
with him, he hums and hahs about whether 
its decor is to his liking, whether its seating 
is com- fortable enough, whether he likes 
the look on the face of the oarsman. What 
is clear from this little parable is that taking 
his family down to the bottom of the sea is 
at least a debatable option to this man as 


he ponders whether he will accept the 
rescue offer or not. 

These discontented and disillusioned 
Tories are the equivalent of the man in the 
sea who is not sure if he wants himself and 
his family to be saved. 

It would be nice to be saved, of course, 
but only by a boat and oarsman which 
fitted the required specifications of style, 
comfort and nice company! 

What would be the actual consequen- 
ces of watering down BNP policies in order 
to make the party ‘acceptable’ to such 
people? The answer is simple. They would 
still not find the BNP acceptable. They 
would invent some further excuse not to 
come aboard. And if we responded to that 
excuse with yet further modifications, 
further watering down, they would find yet 
more excuses not to join. 

For the truth is that these people simply 
are not of the human calibre that allows 
them at the present time to identify them- 
selves with a party that will continue to be 
slandered, vilified and branded as ‘extreme’ 
and ‘neo-nazi’ by the opinion media, what- 
ever it says or does — even if it reaches the 
point at which it has abandoned every firm 
principle it ever had and become just a 
tame safety-valve which the media can 
ignore with contempt. This will still not be 
enough. 

For if we think that it is our ‘extremism’ 
that is putting these people off, we are 
guilty of a hopelessly off-beam diagnosis of 
the problem. 


Extremists — in private! 

Have no doubt about it. These types of 
people, when in the company of their own 
kind, their ‘right-wing’ party cronies, and 
fuelled by ample liquid refreshment, will 
come out with assertions about the state of 
the country that would be applauded in 
Combat 18 circles! 

But the very next day, when as partners 
in the family business, or bank managers, 
or schoolteachers, or doctors, or barristers, 
they have to face their working colleagues 
they will quickly suppress all the ‘extreme’ 
thoughts of the previous evening and be 
perfect little moderates, condemning the 
BNP or ‘racism’ — if it helps in pleasing the 
boss or winning a client. 

Basically, what we have to contend 
with here are occupational and social 
cowardice — masquerading as ‘respectable’ 
opinion. 

And you will not get the coward to go 
to war, no matter how nice a uniform you 
offer him, no matter if you promise him 
even that he will not come under enemy 
fire! 

Of course, we have to win converts 
from the other parties and from the ranks 
of the politically unaligned. 

But acting like political wimps and 
pansies is not the way to do it. Winning 
people’s respect is. 

And winning people’s respect means — 
first and foremost — showing strength, 
competence and, above all, success. 

And if and when such people come over 
to us it must be by their acceptance of our 
agenda, not our acceptance of theirs. 
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WE are all supposed these days to have outgrown the 
‘kings-and-queens’ type of history lesson. One doesn’t have 
to be a self-styled historian to recognise that the forces 
which actually shape our world have 
little to do with the personal foibles, 
ambitions and family squabbles of 
ephemeral monarchs. History is a 
chronicle of competing power groups, 
some- times defined by ideology, 
sometimes not, each seeking to enlarge its sphere of 
influence and territory by any means available. And there 
will always be certain individuals more than willing to serve 
an ideological cause not really as a matter of principle but in 
furtherance of their own ambition. The growing cynicism of 
the electorate is fuelled by revelations of the crude egotism 
and greed of politicians fond of 
cloaking themselves in high-sounding 
altruistic rhetoric. 

Modern history affords no better 
example of ruthless self-aggrandise- 
ment posing as national leadership 
than the career of the late Winston 
Churchill. For over fifty years the 
public has been fed highly misleading 
and absurdly over- simplified versions 
of the ‘Churchill Story’; and the most 
recent example was TJhe Gathering 
Storm television docudrama about 
Churchill’s life and activities in the ij 
years leading up to the 1939-45 bee 
conflict with Germany. This got the [ia 
usual ‘great-man-finally-recognised-as 
-such’ treatment, portraying Churchill 
as a great national leader kept in the 
political wilderness by lesser beings 
until the outbreak of hostilities. 

Whatever the Second World War 
meant to anybody else (and this writer 
recalls finding his mother in tears in the 
kitchen after the news broke), it was 
splendid news for a man desperately 
anxious to prove himself a worthy 
descendant of the illustrious Duke of 
Marlborough. This ambition was rein- forced by his need to 
redeem himself after his personal endorsement of the 
disastrous Gallipoli campaign in World War |, which gave 
political rivals every reason to distance themselves from his 
military adventuring. 


in 1925 


INTRIGUING FOR OFFICE 

In the years languishing at his grandiose country home he 
had whiled away the time in journalism, writing about his 
ancestors, painting in water-colours and intriguing with 
influ- ential people to support his return to office. 

No one seriously denies the need at that time for British 
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MAN OF HISTORY OR 
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Churchill as Chancellor of the Exchequer 


preparedness in the face of German rearmament and expan- 
sionist policies; but Churchill was. far from being alone in 
recognising this. From 1940, however, he was happily 
flexing his histrionic muscles as 
Prime Minister and ‘war leader’ for all 
the world to see, regardless of the 
disas- ter of Dunkirk and the dire 
state of the country. This was Surely 
a time for sober appraisal of the 
European situ- ation and how best to safeguard this 
country’s longer-term interests without being bogged down 
in a mutually catas- trophic war with Germany. In short, this 
was a time for real statesmanship. 

And then, in May 1941, came the dramatic arrival of 
Rudolf Hess by parachute, bearing German proposals for an 
honourable and peaceful resolution 
of the conflict. These gave Britain an 
Opportunity to end the war without 
diminishing her independence, power 
and influence in the world and allow- 
ing Germany to concentrate on the 
looming Soviet menace. But this 
presented Churchill himself with the 
horrifying prospect of peacetime 
mediocrity. 

Not surprisingly, therefore, the 
luckless Hess was hastily bundled 
into permanent solitary confinement 
as a ‘war criminal’, leaving Churchill 
free to crank up the war machine for 
another four disastrous years. He 
needed to win a war, to be seen as a 
‘warlord’, and that governed every- 
thing he said and did then and after- 
wards. All the sonorous and well- 
rehearsed speech-making, the V-sign 
and the cigar-brandishing appear- 
ances were designed to keep the 
public in thrall to this consummate 
performer while the country’s longer- 
term interests were being pawned for 
short-term American favours. The 
so-called ‘Hess incident’ justifiably 
looms over any assessment of 
Churchill's true place in Britain’s history; and, such as it was, 
Churchill’s stature as a national leader could only grow in 
Hitler’s shadow. Still, while Hess was left to rot in Spandau 
prison for over 45 years, Churchill puffed big cigars and 
wrote his version of how, with a certain amount of help from 
the Americans and Russians, he had saved the world. 

But the long-suffering British public had rumbled him by 
1945, as the first post-war election demonstrated. The 
incalculable damage inflicted on this country by such self- 
aggrandisement is a fact not to be obscured by his ‘British 
Bulldog’ characterisation in the mass media. ‘American 
lapdog’ is how less sycophantic historians see him now. 


SULKING IN THE WILDERNESS 


And his personal rancour towards Adolf Hitler was under- 
standable enough: here was an ex-corporal from nowhere 
(albeit with two Iron Crosses) who had by sheer force of will 
raised Germany from ignominious defeat to European domin- 
ance while he — Marlborough’s heir, no less — was just a 
part-time journalist still sulking in the political wilderness. 
Couple this personal rancour with indebtedness to Jewish 
financiers for support and with his overweaning ambition, 
and what emerges is a monument to human vanity rather 
than a national hero. The tragedy is that so much was 
endured by so many so that publishers and TV programmers 
could perpetuate this insufferable mythology. 


So we may have left the ‘kings-and-queens’ version of 
history behind, but it is high time we left the Churchill 
version behind as well. Churchill’s egotism and theatrical 
brand of ‘patriotism’ were in no real sense decisive factors in 
Our nation’s history, except negatively. He never could dis- 
tinguish a battle from a war, and he surrendered this 
nation’s future for his vainglorious present. Astute and 
ruthless politician he was, yes; talented writer and 
speechmaker he was too; but national leader he never was, 
and his vision of Britain’s future never extended much 
further than the smoke of his ever-present cigar. All things 
considered, therefore, the most appropriate salute to the 
Churchill myth is the one he was constantly seen giving, but 


Was German nationalist leader an MI6 agent? 


IN MARCH this year, Spearhead drew 
attention to a Daily Telegraph story in 
which a number of leading members of 
Germany’s premier nationalist party, the 
NPD (Nationaldemokratsche Partei 
Deutschlands) had been exposed as agents 
of that country’s federal government. This 
came to light when some of them became 
key witnesses in an action taken by the 
government to get the party banned. 

Last month The Guardian published an 
even more startling disclosure. This con- 
cerned the NPD’s foremost leader in the 
1960s and early 1970s, Adolf von Thadden, 
who was alleged to have been an agent for 
the British intelligence service MI6. 

The report, published in The Guardian 
on August 13th, said of von Thadden:- 


“Germany’s most notorious post-war 
neo-Nazi party was led by an intelligence 
agent working for the British, according 
to both published and unpublished 
German sources. 

“The alleged agent, the late Adolf von 
Thadden, came closer than anyone to 
giving the far right real influence over 
post-war German politics. 

“Under his leadership, the National 
Democratic Party (NPD) made a string of 
impressive showings in regional elect- 
ions in the late ’60s, and there were 
widespread fears that it would gain 
representation in the federal parliament. 
“Yet, according to a report earlier this 
year in the Cologne daily, the Ké/ner 
Stadt-Anzeiger, the man dubbed ‘the new 
fihrer’ was working for British intell- 
igence throughout the four years he led 
the NPD, from 1967 to 1971. 

“However, a former senior officer in 
German intelligence told The Guardian 
this week that he had been informed of a 
much longer-standing link between von 
Thadden and British intelligence. His 
recollection raises the question of 
whether the German far-right-winger was 
under the sway of MI6 when he and 
others founded the NPD in 1964. 

“Dr. Hans Josef Horchem, who was the 
head of the Hamburg office of the Ver- 
FSassungsschutz — the West German 
security service — from 1969 to 1981, 
said he received regular visits from 
British intelligence liaison officers. 


“ “We had general discussions on 
security. At one of these — I think it was 
towards the end of the ’70s — they said: 
“Adolf von Thadden was in contact with 
us,” and that was in the 1950s.’ Mr. 
Horchem did not know whether the links 
between the German and British intell- 
igence had continued into the *60s and 
°70s. 

“According to the Ké/ner Stadt-Anzeiger, 
whose report passed virtually unnoticed 
when it was published, the neo-nazi 
leader met his British contact at a hotel 
in Hamburg. 

“Germany’s government is trying to ban 
the NPD on the basis that its policies 
violate the constitution. 

“But the government’s case is in danger 
of collapse after the disclosure that some 
senior NPD members were agents of the 
Verfassungsschutz. This has sparked 
debate about the extent to which counter- 
intelligence officers were sustaining the 
far right in their efforts to monitor it. 
Sunilar issues arise in von Thadden’s 


VON THADDEN 


Nationalist leader or establishment stooge? 


case.” 


There may be some who view it as 
barely credible that leading figures, espec- 
ially the top leader, in a nationalist party 
could be working for the intelligence 
services of an anti-nationalist government, 
least of all a foreign one. However, the 
apparent paradox is not difficult to explain. 
Governments dedicated to internationalism, 
globalism and the New World Order, 
whether in Germany, Britain or elsewhere, 
are well aware that their policies are bound 
to provoke popular backlash from the 
indigenous populations in their respective 
countries. What better way to forestall the 
backlash than to ride the tiger and bring it 
into harness? This technique has long been 
known as ‘controlled opposition’ and has 
been practised by state security services in 
one country after another. Indeed, as far 
back as the days of pre-revolutionary 
Russia, the Tsarist secret police, known as 
the Ochrana, had its agents in the various 
left-wing organisations for the purpose of 
controlling and neutralising them. 

In countries like Germany and Britain, 
what the authorities fear most is that popu- 
lar opposition to non-white immigration, 
liberalism and globalism will manifest itself 
in genuine nationalist and patriotic move- 
ments able eventually to challenge their 
internationalist régimes. Placing agents in 
them — the higher up the better — is an 
insurance policy taken out against the 
possibility of such popular revolts. By this 
practice such parties can be made safety- 
valves for protest but rendered no real 
danger to those in power. 

Remember Franco, who when he ann- 
ounced that he had four columns marching 
on Republican-held Madrid was asked: 
What about the fifth column? He replied: 
That’s already there! 

Was von Thadden, as claimed, an agent 
of the very powers he was supposed to be 
fighting? If he was not, someone else high 
up in his party almost certainly was. Were it 
otherwise, the security services simply 
wouldn’t have been doing their jobs 
properly! 

TOM NORTH 
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Immigration 


POLITICS in Britain is now only about 
self-destruction and kleptocracy, African 
style. In other words, it is run by half- 
educated gits who think that this country 
belongs to them fo give it away to foreign- 
ers without any economic, cultural or 
social benefit whatsoever accruing in 
return. 


105 per sq km and the US 29 per sq km. So 
England is twice as crowded as Germany, 
four times as crowded as France and about 
12 times as crowded as the United States. 
The argument runs that Britain has an 
ageing population, with a below-replace- 
ment level of fertility. Thus we need more 
immigrants who can continue to create the 


ANTONY MILNE looks at some of the spurious 
arguments of the ‘Britain-needs-them’ lobby 


After decades during which successive 
governments have promised, year by year, 
that they would curb immigration; after 
years of ‘anti-immigration’ laws, from the 
1990s onwards a new despicable crew have 
taken over this country, and have an 
entirely different view of what Britain is 
and should be, a view that says that we 
‘need’ 150,000 immigrants a year.” This is 
a straightforward lie. It is propaganda for 
ulterior motives - to create a mixed-race 
society for its own sake. What other reason 
could there be? Could it be that immigrat- 
ion, now running at 190,000 a year, is out 
of control, so that they are trying to make a 
virtue out of a vice? 

Britain is now one of the most densely 
populated countries in the world. Just a few 
examples: Zambia has 11 people per square 
kilometre, Brazil 18 and Syria 67. And 
Great Britain? 235 people per sq km! But 
that’s only the half of it. If one takes 
England alone, this brings the population 
density up to 383 people per sq km! 
England is more overcrowded even than 
other European countries. Germany, for 
example has 227 people per sq km, France 
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wealth that the elderly will ultimately have 
to depend on for their pensions and health- 
care needs. It is suggested that there is a 
shortage of workers in nursing, catering, 
tourism and the like. 

But one major reason for this is low 
wages, not a shortage of people. The 
hospitality industry can make an attractive 
career for many. The glaring paradox is that 
high levels of immigration itself depress 
wages further, thus exacerbating the 
problem of ‘labour shortages’ that encour- 
ages unscrupulous firms to employ yet more 
(often illegal) immigrants. 

If companies find they cannot compete 
in the labour supply market except by 
paying sweatshop wages, then they should 
simply not be allowed to trade. The salaries 
of public workers in hospital and nursing 
homes could be dramatically raised through 
the extra billions that could be clawed back 
annually from the EU. 

The pro-immigration argument is deeply 
flawed in other ways. A ‘labour shortage’ 
implies that single young workers should 
come to Britain as ‘guest-workers’. But 
what actually happens is that a nurse from 


WE ARE BEING LIED TO! 


Nigeria, for example, will be entitled to 
bring her young family with her, or to 
marry here. Ultimately, she herself, and her 
family, will need not only health care but 
also housing, education and a state pension. 
Hence immigration is a form of consump- 
tion rather than production. More immig- 
rants will be needed to service the require- 
ments of the enlarged population, itself 
increasingly made up of people of immig- 
rant origin. 

Indeed, ‘replacement immigration’ 
studies have yielded some alarming figures. 
A government actuary, Chris Shaw, has 
argued that in order to maintain a support 
ratio of the equivalent of a fertility rate of 
just 3.23 children per woman by 2050 (to 
help overhaul the decline in present fertility 
levels) the UK would need a million immig- 
rants a year! 


Revolutionary change 


On the other hand, Dr David Coleman, 
reader in demography at Oxford University, 
points out that any population permanently 
needing immigrants would ultimately 
become all immigrants! He reminds us that 
if immigration were entirely open-ended (as 
it is at present, since no upper limit has 
been declared by the politicians) “it would 
bring about a revolutionary change to the 
racial make-up of Britain.” 

Coleman has written that: “The net 
immigration required to preserve the 
support ratio increases unevenly to reach 
nearly six million per year in 2100.” By that 
time, he suggests, Britain’s population size, 
working on these ‘requirement’ assump- 
tions, would reach some 303 million! Even 
in the near future, Britain would need 
another 11.3 million new houses if the 


ON THEIR 
WAY HERE! 
These Kurdish 
‘refugees’ are 
seen here 
rioting at 
Sangatte earlier 


this year. What 
were they doing 
there? Simple - 
they were on 
their way to 
soft-touch 
Britain! 


present level of immigration is allowed to 
continue. 

Dr. Coleman is one of the very few 
courageous men in prominent and influ- 
ential positions in this country. He is an 
academic, and has to be taken seriously. 
But he is a virtual one-man band, expert in 
his knowledge of demographics, attending 
conferences and presenting immigration 
figures that cannot be disproved or dis- 
missed. And he is bravely prepared - unlike 
his colleagues — to point out the racial 
consequences of continued immigration, 
which is almost entirely from third world 
countries. 

What is so shameful about British 
politicians is that they purposely and single- 
mindedly aim to destroy all political oppos- 
ition to their immigration policies. The 
BNP is simply regarded as a ‘racist’ party, 
which is demonised and slandered at every 
opportunity. But the same kind of attacks 
are made on any other group or organis- 
ation that has any kind of nationalist tinge to 
it, and this includes any pro-countryside or 
so-called ‘Little Englander’ movements. 

Even the UK Independence Party has to 
be extremely careful about what it says about 
immigration — to the extent that it doesn’t 
even mention it! So what’s the point of 


complaining about “our national identity 
being taken away” if the black immigrants 
are doing it right under our noses and there 
is damn-all the UKIP is prepared do about it. 

Anyone who takes all the trouble to get 
into opposition politics, and talks about our 
‘identity’ without mentioning immigration 
and race, is just wasting his time and 
making himself look a fool. He will be 
tolerated only because he talks about 
anything except immigration and race. The 
so-called Celtic ‘nationalist’ parties 
wouldn’t survive for one minute if they 
dared to be genuine nationalist parties, and 
said things like “Wales for the Welsh” or 
“Scotland for the Scots.” They would he 
destroyed. 


Pressure groups useless 

This is why new anti-immigration 
pressure groups, which think they know how 
the system works and are trying to exploit 
loopholes, are similarly doomed. Some go to 
great lengths to prove that they are not 
‘movements’ or ‘parties’. Sir Andrew 
Green, for instance, is a former diplomat 
and is trying to raise serious awareness about 
the harm of continued immigration through 
his Migration Watch UK group, which 
operates only through the Internet and has 


MADHOUSE BRITAIN 


A CONVICTED burglar who took hostages 
and assaulted prison officers while in jail 
stands to receive up to £28,000 compensation 
because his sentence was extended as a 
punishment. 

Prison authorities imposed hundreds of 
extra days on Carl Francis for offences 
including making weapons, assaulting fellow 
inmates, pouring boiling water over a prison 
officer and a ‘dirty protest’. But last month he 
walked free from Wakefield prison after a 
European Court ruled that increasing prison- 
ers’ sentences violated their ‘human rights’. 


* * * 


THE tradition of firemen being alerted to fires by 
a loudly clanging bell sounding in the fire station 
is due to be abolished. The reason is that the bell 
is thought to cause ‘stress’ to the firefighters — 
though the system has been in operation for 
more than a century. 

At the same time, Gloucestershire Fire 
Brigade has banned crews from sliding down the 
traditional poles in the light of new European 
safety directives. Henceforth they must take the 
stairs — even if the extra time taken might result 
in loss of life on the part of a fire victim. 

* * * 


MARK KEANE has won £7,000 compensation 
from an NHS trust. The reason? It rejected his 
application to be a ’phone operator because he is 
deaf. 


xk *k * 
ADMIRING visitors to the Tate Modern saw 


nothing unusual in the sight of a small card- 
board box on exhibition with other boxes 


stuck inside it. In fact the box had been surr- 
eptitiously placed there by a group of students 
as a ‘spoof’ exhibit — though it looked no less 
a work of art than the other items on show. 

* * * 


AN ILLEGAL immigrant has been jailed after he 
was caught trying to leave Britain! 

Bezim Elezi got fed up after 10 days here that 
he decided to go back to Albania. But British 
customs officers arrested him on his way out at 
Dover for using fake ID. Now he has to stay here 
to serve a six-month sentence — at the taxpayers’ 
expense of course! 

* * * 


PLANS were announced last month to provide 
private health care for asylum-seekers while they 
are waiting in Britain to have their applications 
for settlement decided upon. 

Home Secretary David Blunkett has said that 
he believes his proposed accommodation centres 
for the applicants should include their own health 
care provision to take pressure off local GPs. 


* * OK 


WENDY MIDDLETON (67), a retired nurse 
who tried to refuse an Asian council council 
official access to her flat and then covered her 
nose while he was present, was fined £200 for 
‘racist’? behaviour by Cheltenham magis- 
trates. She had claimed she was worried that 
he might carry TB as he had told her he had 
been to Mecca. 


* * * 


CHIEF Constable of North Wales Richard Brun- 
strom (known to some in his force as ‘Brain- 
storm’) has spent £5,000 of local taxpayers’ 


recruited experts like Dr. Coleman to give 
advice. The tragedy is that Sir Andrew 
thinks he is shrewd and “knows the score.” 
True, he has tried to make sure that no one 
can accuse his pressure group of being a 
‘racist’ organisation. “We have avoided 
becoming a movement,” he says, “because 
it could get taken over by unwelcome 
elements, and we have no links with 
political parties.” 

Well, good luck to him! But he talks as 
if people don’t know the facts, even though 
they say ‘No’ time and time again to more 
immigration in every single opinion poll 
that reports them. 

People who still believe this country is a 
‘democracy’ are more than plain naive; 
they are stupid. If immigration hasn’t 
stopped now, and is actually getting worse, 
and people time and time again say they 
want it stopped, then what is the point of 
coming out with fey, bushy-tailed remarks 
like those of Sir Andrew? Just listen to his 
breathtaking, and rather touching, 
confidence: “If once people are aware of 
the facts, and they give their assent to 
large-scale immigration, then that is the 
right result of the democratic process.” 

Of course it is. That is why it won’t 
happen. 


money on telling his officers how to be ‘nicer’ to 
each other. This is the same top cop who recently 
issued officers with face cream to protect them 
against excessive sunburn — in North Wales of 
all places! 

* oe * 
A BUS company in Birmingham is having 30 
special hats made to accommodate th dread- 
locks of its Rastafarian drivers. 


* Ok Ok 


PAT BOTTRILL (60) is a nurse with a 
40-year unblemished career who until 
recently was an official at the Royal College of 
Nurses. At a private meeting of staff recently, 
she jokingly and completely innocently used 
the expression ‘Ten Little Niggers’ — an old 
nursery rhyme phrase familiar to children of 
her generation. 

Someone reported her and she was forced 
to resign. This caused a public outcry and at 
present her case is being reviewed. If she is 
reinstated, it will clearly be only on the 
condition, Stalin-style, of a grovelling apology 
and admission of ‘heresy’. Watch this space. 

* * * 


BLACK teenager Daniel Jethoo was racially 
abused by white youths in a pub in Hertfords- 
hire. He went home and returned with a sword. 
By then his abusers had gone, and so he picked 
on another White, Bradley Knight, who had had 
nothing to do with the previous incident, and 
plunged the sword right through him. Knight 
died of his wounds. 

At court last month Jethoo was acquitted of 
murder but was convicted of manslaughter and 
wounding with intent. Giving him a six-year 
sentence, Judge Findlay Baker expressed 
sympathy with him over the ‘racist’ abuse and 
ruled that this was a mitigating factor! 
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Freedom Struggle (edited by Paul 
Barnes). £2.50 (post-free) from Glen- 
wood Publications, First Floor, 316 
Shankhill Road, Belfast BT13 3AB. 


SOME TIME AGO we did a long review in 
Spearhead of Many Shades of Black, a 
semi-autobiographical work by veteran 
nationalist John Bean, chronicling his 
political passage through Union Move- 
ment, the League of Empire Loyalists 
and the earlier British National Party 
(1960-67) and commenting on later 
developments on the British nationalist 
scene. More recently, Paul Barnes has 
written Freedom Struggle, a pamphlet 
based on an interview with Mr. Bean on 
the issues covered in Many Shades of 
Black, and I have been asked to review it. 
Iam sure that JB, with whom I like to 
think of myself as being on friendly 
terms these days, will not mind my 
picking holes in some of the answers he 
gives. 

To one question put by the inter- 
viewer, Mr. Bean replies that his paternal 
grandfather had a passing interest in Sir 
Oswald Mosley’s pre-war movement 
British Union but “deplored the wearing 
of political uniforms and some of the 
Blackshirts’ strong-arm tactics.” This 
seems to me arather over-facile way of 
dealing with a complex subject. The 
Blackshirt organisation was formed for 
the purpose of defending the movement 
against systematic left-wing violence at 
Mosley’s meetings. The uniform was 
adopted, on Mosley’s testimony, for the 
simple purpose of telling friend from foe 
in these encounters — a reasonable 
enough explanation. Later, political 
uniforms were banned in Britain under 
the Public Order Act of 1936, so that 
debating them today is rather academic. 


SELF-DEFENCE 


Where reference to the “strong-arm 
tactics” is concerned, the attitude des- 
cribed was of course that of the grand- 
father, but the allusion to it without 
contradiction calls for some counter- 
comment. These tactics were essentially 
defensive, and without vigorous use of 
them meeting after meeting would have 
been smashed up by the opposition. 
Needless to say, when any organisation 
is formed for such a purpose odd indiv- 
iduals within it will occasionally exceed 
their assigned tasks, but that does not 
excuse implying, as left-wing and estab- 
lishment propaganda tend to do, that the 
Blackshirts were simply thugs who went 
around beating people up for the sake of 
it. I know this wasn’t JB’s intention, but 
omission of the fuller story might have 
given such an impression. 

Asked about his national service 
period (compulsory for all young men of 
his generation) JB expresses a view that 
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many, including this reviewer, would 
endorse: that it was character-building 
and would be welcome again if restored. 
in some form. 


John Bean 
(seen here) 
answers 
questions on 


the cause 
past and 
present 


To a question about factors that led to 
his political awakening, Bean forth- 
rightly relates wartime experiences 
passed on by his elders that starkly 
contradicted the propaganda of the time, 
which depicted Germans as villains and 
allied servicemen as angels. This infer- 
ence here was clearly that people should 
do their own research and form their 
own conclusions about issues rather 


Pamphlet reviewed by 
JOHN TYNDALL 


than blindly going along with the current 
‘orthodoxy’. In addition to this, exper- 
iences in the West Indies and Indiaasa 
young man brought home to Bean the 
vast differences between Europeans and 
other races, which should be observed 
with mutual respect but never ‘hate’. 

Asked about Mosley, Bean succinctly 
explains the British Union policies which 
in the inter-war period won widespread 
support far beyond the actual card- 
carrying membership of the organis- 
ation. Then to a supplementary question 
as to the former fascist leader’s post-war 
proposals, adopted by his new party 
Union Movement, he gives an analysis 
which in my opinion is far too uncritical 
and generally off-beam. Says Bean: 
“With the Empire gone, or fast disapp- 
earing, he (Mosley) recognised that his 
pre-war economic policies were no longer 
viable. He looked to ‘Europe a Nation’...” 

Some would suggest — and I share 
their view — that Mosley’s totally unjust 
and unmerited wartime experience as an 
inmate of British jails, to which he had 
been sent without trial, embittered him 
so much against the British establish- 
ment that he projected this embitter- 
ment onto Britain itself, wrote off his 
native land as an independent power and 
embraced a single Europe in a kind of 
salute to the main sources of his political 
inspiration. It might also have had some- 
thing to do with Mosley’s inner compul- 
sion to justify his dire warnings about 
the consequences to Britain of the 


insane conflict with Germany which he 
strove so hard to prevent. 

European Union can now, several 
decades on, be seen as a disaster for all 
the nations comprising it but for Britain 
especially. Mosley, as a generally astute 
political thinker, ought to have realised 
that this would happen but did not. Of 
this JB makes no mention, but then he 
and I always disagreed about Europe — 
he has an incurable hankering after 
continental involvement by Britain, 
whereas I never have. 

John Bean’s reasons given for leaving 
Mosley’s Union Movement ought to have 
been that its policies (on Europe) were 
fundamentally wrong and that it was 
going nowhere. Instead he stresses 
popular — because media-induced — 
perceptions about ‘anti-semitism’ and 
the fascist leader being a ‘traitor’. John 
seems never to have agreed with me in 
my contention that people with this 
attitude always seek a seemingly right- 
eous excuse for not joining the cause 
rather than admit to the real reasons, 
which are apathy, social cowardice anda 
disinclination to side with what is identi- 
fied as politically weak. 

There follow statements on mass- 
media control and the use of the Internet 
that can be thoroughly endorsed. Bean 
praises the BNP website. Although this 
magazine is very critical about some 
things in the party, here we can second 
what he says — albeit with some reserv- 
ations over matters of detail. The same 
can be said of the credit he gives to the 
use other promotional aids, such as CDs 
and videos. 


‘RADICALS’ AND 
‘REACTIONARIES’ 


To a question as to differences 
between Mosley’s Union Movement and 
A.K. Chesterton’s League of Empire 
Loyalists, JB asserts that the first was 
radical and the second reactionary. This, 
while containing some truth, seems to 
me a gross over-simplification. Much 
more stress should have been put on the 
essential policy differences vis-a-vis 
Britain’s future, over which the League — 
notwithstanding its somewhat High Tory 
pedigree and flavour — was much closer 
to being in the right. 

The questioning then turns to the 
differences between the LEL and the 
National Labour Party, which Bean 
formed in 1959. Again, JB’s perspective 
is his own, and I respect it. He emphas- 
ises the NLP view that “Wogs do not 
begin at Calais” —- by implication a 
suggestion that LEL people thought that 
they did. This is nonsense; a rejection of 
the idea that Britain’s political and econ- 
omic destinies lie in Continental Europe 
is something entirely different from a 


hatred or contempt for Continental 
Europeans. This issue, though 
expressed in the context of four decades 
ago, is still as alive today as ever . 

On the same theme of NLP policies, 
JB goes on to speak of that party’s (and 
his still held) view that the solution to 
industrial unrest is Workers’ Partner- 
ship, whereby employees’ elected repres- 
entatives should “participate equally 
with management and shareholders in 
the running of their industries, and in 
the sharing of profit dividends.” I have 
rejected this as an all-embracing policy 
in my own book The Eleventh Hour, 
though I have accepted that it might be 
suitable for some particular companies. 
But as we are not talking about that 
work! should not go further. 


THE JEWISH ISSUE 


The questioning then turns to the 
Jewish issue. Whilst one can pick 
detailed holes in John Bean’s treatment 
of this subject, broadly his response is 
sound. He runs over some of the causes 
of Jewish-Gentile antagonism in the past 
but sensibly proposes that we should not 
get bogged down in such arguments as if 
they were of major import today. He 
takes a swipe at some Holocaust revis- 
ionists concerning specific arguments, 
over which I might draw swords with him 
but which would be better left alone for 
the same reason. He ends with the true 
assertion that Zionism, rather than 
individual Jews, is the problem — though 
he acknowledges earlier that those who 
criticise Zionism will still get labelled 
Jew-haters’ anyway. 

Bean suggests that it was the original 
BNP of 1960-67 which among national- 
ists pioneered ‘community politics’ and, 
by implication, canvassing. I am certain 
that the inaccuracy of this is due more to 
facile assumption and skimpy research 
than to any intended dishonesty. 
‘Community politics’ has always been a 
subject of interest among nationalists, 
and I do not know of a single nationalist, 
whether of forty years ago or of the 
present day, who rejects the concept in 
principle. The argument has always been 
about the precise allocation of priorities 
in parties that are greatly under-resour- 
ced by comparison with those of the 
mainstream. Concern with voters’ 
plumbing systems or refuse collection 
can eat up a huge amount of time which, 
in small party constituency organisat- 
ions, might sometimes more gainfully be 
given to other activities. It is not that 
such voters have no legitimate grumbles 


Listen to nationalist radio! 
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details to:- 


LIFE RUNE BOOKS, BCM Box 
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in these regards, only that nationalist 
activists:cannot be everywhere doing 
everything. Probably, John Bean is 
thinking particularly of Southall, where 
he fought as a candidate in 1964. There 
a decision was made to concentrate 
campaigning resources so as to bring the 
maximum manpower to bear on one area 
for a specific purpose. In such a situ- 
ation, of course, a much greater priorit- 
isation given to community politics and 
canvassing is possible because cam- 
paign workers can be spared for such 
tasks while leaving others free for other 
tasks. In other campaigns, where the 
objective has been to contest as many 
seats over the country as possible so as 
to qualify for broadcasting time, such 
concentration is out of the question and 
other priorities must prevail. This does 
not mean that those concerned with 
these very different campaigns and 
strategies do not have the wit to think of 
the value of meeting people on the door- 
step and addressing their problems. 


WHO WANTS 
CONFRONTATION? 


On the same subject, JB says later 
that he was pleased to see his long-held 
view of the strategy of non-confrontat- 
ional community nationalist politics pay 
off in Oldham and Burnley in the general 
election of2001. Well, I do not know of 
any time when anyone failed to recognise 
that the fighting of elections should be 
‘non-confrontational’-—in the sense that 
physical clashes with political opponents 
are to be avoided if possible on the 
grounds that the resulting publicity is 
counter-productive. Who on earth has 
ever suggested otherwise? It all reminds 
me of the Daily Express cartoon following 
the BNP’s Millwall victory in 1993 which 
showed two party skinheads kicking a 
voter’s door in — as if we thought that 
was the way to endear ourselves to the 
local populace and enhance our support! 
The whole point is that the opposition 
does very often effect a presence at 
election times with the purpose of 
physically attacking our workers and we 
have to be prepared to defend ourselves 
against them should this happen. 
Should we instead meekly lie down on 
the pavement and let them trample us to 
pulp? Let’s be adult about this. We all 
want the same things; conditions do not 
always make them attainable. 

In the concluding question and 
answer in the pamphlet John is back on 
his old hobbyhorse in an otherwise 
commendable concluding statement. 
Here is where he speaks of the desirabil- 
ity of a ‘confederation of independent 
European states’. While he is of course 
correct in the implication that conflict 
between Europeans — both in our con- 
tinent and everywhere else — should be 
avoided, he omits to say why this cannot 
be achieved simply by means ofa 
sensible approach to foreign policy, while 
if there is not good sense in foreign policy 


‘confederations’ will not make the 
slightest difference — as they have not in 
the past.. 

John Bean ends with a very worth- 
while point: that in the struggle against 
globalism many forces identified with the 
‘right’, such as multi-national industrial 
corporations and bankers, are our 
enemies, while increasingly we will find 
ourselves with allies on the left — albeit 
that their opposition to global capitalism 
is motivated in a vastly different way to 
our own. This suggests, though it is not 
specifically stated, that nationalism can 
look for converts from the left just as 
from the right — a contention which 
many of us have long maintained. 

Reviews tend by their nature to 
emphasise points of difference and of 
criticism rather than those of agreement 
—it is the reviewer’s little indulgence! I 
am sure that JB will not take personally 
the ones that have been spotlighted 
here. We have jousted for years on these 
matters with no offence intended and 
still none, I hope, taken. 


JOHN TYNDALL SPEAKS 
Cheshunt, April 2002 


A 50-minute CD recorded live at a BNP 
meeting in Cheshunt (Herts.) captures John 
Tyndall at his very best and confirms him as 
one of the finest nationalist orators of our time. 
This CD comes in a modern slim black case 
illustrated front and back with full colour 
pictures from the meeting. 

If you were there, re-live the occasion. If you 
were not, you wouldn’t miss the experience. 


£10 EACH INC. P&P WORLDWIDE. 


Please send orders to:- 
NCCC 
Christian Identity Mission 
221 Dorset House 
Duke Street 
Chelmsford, Essex CM1 1TB 
Please make cheques/money orders payable 
to: IDENTITY MISSION. 
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BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY 


IN JULY there was an announcement on the 
British National Party website that Peter Rushton, 
a well-known and popular activist in the North 
West of England and one of the BNP’s best 
speakers, had been excommunicated from 

the party and that members should henceforth 
have no contact with him. Precisely what Mr. 
Rushton had done to deserve this treatment was 
not specified — except that he was supposed to 
have passed on to Searchlight magazine some 
information that certain party officers had fed to 
him as a ‘trap’. The announcement did not say 
what the information was, nor was any proof 
offered that if it came into the possession of 
Searchlight it was through him and not through 
someone else. ‘Proof? was anyway superfluous 
because no disciplinary trial had been held at 
which Peter could have defended himself and 
challenged the allegations made against him — 
supposing that he had been told precisely what 
they were, which he never was! 

The weakness of Peter’s position was that for 
a year or two he had failed to renew his party 
membership subscription, so that it was possible 
for the party administration to classify him as a 
‘non-member’ and thus deny him such a trial. 
This was unfortunate but it would not necessarily 
have made any difference. Some short time 
before, two other people who had held current 
party membership were handed punishments by 
disciplinary tribunals for ‘offences’ that might 
seem trivial compared with the case of another 
member against whom no disciplinary action has 
ever been taken — a matter we will come to later. 
These were the currently serving South Wales 
regional organiser Terry Cavill and the former 
West Midlands regional organiser Keith Axon. 
Mr. Cavill’s ‘offence’ had been to take part in a 
leafleting activity in support of Steve Edwards, 
another former BNP regional organiser, who last 
Spring was standing as a candidate in an election 
to Sandwell Borough Council on behalf of the 
Freedom Party, a BNP breakaway group. Mr. 
Cavill’s action in leafleting on Steve Edwards’ 
behalf might have been considered unwise, but 
as the latter was a personal friend of his and there 
were anyway no BNP council candidates 
standing in South Wales at the time it seems 
stretching it to designate it as a ‘hanging offence’. 
Most people would have thought that a repri- 
mand, at the very most, would suffice, but the 
tribunal decided on expulsion. 

Keith Axon’s alleged offence was to have 
spread false and malicious rumours when speak- 
ing at a meeting in Cardiff in criticism of the 
BNP chairman Nick Griffin. Mr. Axon maintains 
to this day that he did not do as alleged but that 
he was given a year’s suspension of membership 
by a ‘kangaroo court’ whose verdict had been 
decided well in advance. 


Contrasting treatment 


Whatever the facts concerning the Axon 
case, the handling of it contrasted glaringly with 
the case of Tony Lecomber, the party’s group 
development officer, a paid party employee and 
one of its highest-ranking officials, who last year 
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A night of the long knives? 


Once in favour, now out of favour: Peter 
Rushton is seen here in background as Nick 
Griffin speaks at the RWB camp in 2001. 


produced and distributed a spoof local news- 
paper (referred to elsewhere in this issue) in 
which he accused BNP founder and Spearhead 
editor John Tyndall of being a ‘thief? — at least 
equally a false and malicious rumour, one would 
have thought, but which did not result in Mr. 
Lecomber being required to appear at any discip- 
linary enquiry, least of all given any disciplinary 
punishment. The inconsistency in the treatment 
of these two cases was dealt with in a report in 
Spearhead published in February this year. 

But this was not the only instance of Tony 
Lecomber being given licence to do whatever he 
likes in the BNP and being, apparently, immune 
to any disciplinary action. Earlier this Summer, a 
party supporter in London, Alex Cooper, received 
an anonymous letter alleging extremely insulting 
remarks being made against him and his wife by 
another supporter and activist Dave Hill. Alex 
was immediately suspicious about the letter and 
contacted Dave concerning it. The two recog- 
nised straightaway that the ill-disguised hand- 
writing in the letter and on the accompanying 
envelope belonged to Tony Lecomber, and that 
this was just a little piece of “dirty tricks’ by Mr. 
Lecomber to cause friction between the two — 
both of whom had clashed with him over party 
matters. Another member telephoned Mr. 
Lecomber and asked him if he was the writer of 
the letter — to which he replied that he had no 
comment! 

The matter was reported to Nick Griffin, who 
at first acknowledged that the handwriting just 
had to be Tony Lecomber’s and that he was 
extremely displeased at Lecomber’s behaviour. 
But when later pressed as to whether any discip- 
linary proceedings would be taken against 
Lecomber he indicated that he intended not, and 
that Lecomber was “a very valued colleague.” 

Should anyone think that we have made up 
this story, we would advise them to contact Dave 
Hill and obtain corroboration. Dave is active in 
the party’s East London branch and any comm- 
unication intended for him can be sent through 
that channel. 

We have mentioned the Freedom Party, 


formed from a breakaway from the BNP. Our 
editor strongly opposed the decision to set up 
that party and made strenuous efforts to dissuade 
those concerned. However, it must be said that 
the events leading to the formation of the party 
revolved largely around the expulsions in 2000 
by Nick Griffin of Steve Edwards and his wife 
Sharron from the BNP — later rescinded after a 
stormy meeting in the West Midlands held in 
support of the two forced Mr. Griffin to back 
down. The expulsions were made following 
questions being asked by the two and by others 
concerning Mr. Griffin’s handling of the party’s 
financial affairs. Though Mr. and Mrs. Edwards 
were at the time card-carrying party members, 
they were never granted any trial. 


Causing ‘dissension’ 

Others too have in recent times been excom- 
municated from and proscribed by the party with 
no evidence produced of any wrongdoing that 
might warrant such action, let alone any trial at 
which they might defend themselves. Among 
these have been West Midlands activist Graham 
Monnes and East London activist Bob James. In 
one general members’ bulletin the proscription 
of Mr. James was announced with the explan- 
ation that he had caused ‘dissension’ among 
party activists and at meetings. We are not in a 
position to know one way or the other as to 
whether that allegation was justified or not, but 
our experience, speaking generally, is that 
causing ‘dissension’ often amounts to no more 
than expressing criticism of the party leadership. 
Tony Lecomber, of course, is never guilty of 
causing ‘dissension’! 

In the bulletin announcing the action taken 
against Bob James it was stated: “No BNP 
member should henceforth have anything to do 
with him, and anyone doing so will be guilty ofa 
serious disciplinary offence.” A moment’s 
thought will establish that this is not only 
paranoid but completely ridiculous. No one can 
dictate to individuals whom they may associate 
with in their own free time. Whoever wrote that 
passage in the bulletin might well himself qualify 
for disciplinary action on the grounds of his 
making the BNP a laughing stock. However, not 
being afflicted with summer madness we make 
so such suggestion! 

Internal party discipline most certainly has to 
be maintained, and no one is more supportive 
than we are of sensible actions taken by the BNP 
to this purpose. But if disciplinary rules in the 
party are to be treated with respect they must be 
seen to be enforced both impartially and with 
practical regard for what is possible in an organ- 
isation of volunteers. 

With recent expulsions and excommun- 
ications, many are being left with the thought 
that what we are witnessing in the BNP is a 
latter-day night of the long knives, a demented 
purge of people whose real crime is to harbour 
‘forbidden’ thoughts about certain people in 
positions of power, and about certain policy 
changes, in the party rather than to have 
committed actions against the party itself. 


Shopping for votes 


Wives of prospective Tory 
candidates need not be alarmed 
if they catch their hubbies 
chatting up checkout girls. It's 
all part of a master plan to gain 
the party a more acceptable 
image. In fact, some lady hope- 
fuls have already given it a go. 
One bright beauty reports that 
she had a long chat about theft 
with a checkout girl and a 
security guard. “They told me 
that it is a real problem,” she 
said. Now that was a discov- 
ery! But, on a more serious 
note, the party faithful are 
beginning to despair. Under the 
leadership of lain Duncan Smith, 
what was merely obsolete is 
now perceived as ridiculous. 


A cracked fighting force 


Very few “public figures” 
have lived a lie with more 
aplomb than the former terrorist 
and darling of a fawning media, 
Nelson Mandela. Even the most 
hard-nosed sceptics could 
scarcely have expected the 
wilful and wanton destruction 
wreaked in South Africa follow- 
ing the assumption of power by 
his African National Congress in 
1994. This hopeless bunch of 
power-crazy amateurs inherited 
a highly respected army of 
104,000 men, 168 Olifant 
tanks and 242 armoured Cars. 
Today just four tanks and eight 
armoured Cars are operational, 
while the 76,000 strong army 
is SO poorly equipped and 
manned that, at best, only a 
brigade of 3,000 soldiers could 
be deployed in an emergency. 
Although the incidence of HIV 
infection is a state secret, 
informed estimates suggest a 
minimum of 30 per cent, rising 
to 50 per cent in units stationed 
in more remote areas, where, it 
seems, the local prostitutes are 
in great demand. And, as might 
be expected, nepotism is rife. In 
this ‘jobs-for-the-boys’ army 
there are 293 soldiers for every 
general, compared with 2,000 
to one in the United States. 
Unsurprisingly, a government 
which has actually, if unbeliev- 
ably, planned to use its troops 
as continental peace-keepers is 
now having second thoughts! 


He that plays the 
king (Hamlet) 


While we know very little 
about David Oyelowo save 
that, in critical circles, he is 
regarded as having some merit 
as an actor, we do have access 
to mountains of information 
concerning our Plantagenet 


THE WAY WE 
LIVE NOW 


Some observations on contemporary society 
by JUNIUS 


kings. On the one hand, we can 
trace their lineage back to the 
semi-legendary Tortulf the 
Woodman and, on the other, 


IN THE ORIGINAL SCRIPT? 
David Oyelowo cast as Henry V/ 


thanks to Geoffrey's opportune 
marriage to Maud the Empress, 
we can be reasonably certain 
that Henry VI inherited, through 
his ancestor Henry Il, the blood 
of Cuthwulf, Cerdic and indeed, 
for the purists, Woden himself. 
We cannot therefore believe 
that Shakespeare would ever 
have envisaged a black man in 
the title role. This is, in our 
view, an insult to the play- 
wright, the audience and the 
intelligence. As to the actor, 
although, as a generality, we 
have never found thespians to 
be over-endowed with grey 
matter, it remains difficult to 
comprehend why he accepted 
the part, unless he was in some 
peculiar way trying to make a 
statement, no matter how 
foolish and misguided that 
statement might be. 


Country roads 
leading nowhere 


A recent report commiss- 
ioned by the Institute of 
Directors notes that students 
are being persuaded to study 
soft subjects that will do little 


to aid employability. A degree, 
it seems, can actually damage 
job prospects. But surely this 
would not apply to a first class 
honours degree in geography 
and environmental manage- 
ment. Or would it? 

Student Elaine Henderson 
was encouraged by her tutors 
to look at the ‘third space’, 
which is, we learn, a geograph- 
ical term becoming recognised 
more and more — but by whom 
is not made wholly clear. It is 
apparently, a metaphysical 
space which you create in your 
own mind. She took the hint 
and eschewed the study of 
physical geography in favour of 
research into the outpourings of 
ladies who have earned a living 
singing country music over the 
last thirty years, which brain- 
taxing task has enabled Elaine 
to demonstrate the changing 
perceptions of women towards 
men since the 1970s. The 
efforts of one Shania Twain, 
who urged women to “get a 
little outta line,” “have a little 
fun” and “go totally crazy,” 
were, it seems, of particular 
importance. Fully supportive, 
her tutor at Northumbria Univ- 
ersity described the idea as 
“inspirational” . 

There are, of course, many 
things a good deal worse than 
‘Country and Western’. Banal 
though the lyrics may be, the 
product has more merit, and is 
generally more entertaining, 
than the sight of tedious little 
boys in tight trousers, jumping 
up and down, either while 
groaning as if in pain or screech- 
ing like maniacs. But what in 
heaven’s name has any of this 
to do either with geography or 
further education? Miss 
Henderson, we are told, is 
considering a Masters degree! 
Is it therefore any wonder that 
we now have to look overseas 
for school teachers, nurses, 
other skilled professional people 
and craftsmen? 

And, very recently, those at 
the cutting edge of medicine 
have wisely drawn attention to 
the inherent danger to patients 
of employing foreign nursing 


staff and doctors who have not 
mastered even the rudiments of 
our language. However, nothing 
must stand in the way of New 
Labour's target whereby 50 per 
cent of our youngsters must go 
on to higher education and 
honours degrees that are totally 
useless and meaningless! 

Tolerant folk will tell you 
that our rulers mean well. Don’t 
believe it. They are completely 
out of touch with the real world 
and, what is worse, they don’t 
care. 


CRE — RIP? 


“Asian cricket hooligan gets 
£115,000 pay off.” Well, yes, 
we did make up that headline, 
although it is faithful to the 
underlying facts of the case 
and contrasts, extraordinarily 
well we think, with the more 
usually reported “Football 
hooligan gets six months.” 
Unhappily for his political 
sponsors, Gurbux Singh, New 
Labour’s anointed and 
appointed head of the 
Commission for Racial Equality, 
recently revealed himself as a 
mindless, ill-mannered, arrogant 
lout. Meanwhile Dr. Mashuq 
Ally has resigned his post as 
head of the Welsh branch of 
this barmy organisation prior to 
a disciplinary hearing relating to 
allegations of his professional 
misconduct. 

We Anglo-Celts are, it has 
been observed, a tolerant race 
and, for a long while, our natural 
good humour has been unkindly 
imposed upon. But now there 
are clear signs that John Bull 
has been stretched to the end 
of his tether. Must we wait 
until a nationalist government 
pulls the plug on all this hare- 
brained nonsense and repeals 
the obnoxious anti-democratic 
legislation upon which it 
thrives? 


The Postbag 


Dear Junius, 

We were very sad to learn 
that your BNP would refuse to 
accept refugees and asylum 
seekers from other inhabited 
planets. How short-sighted can 
you get? Somewhere out there, 
there could be millions of opp- 
ressed, hungry and deserving 
folk, each and every one with 
something to contribute to our 
diversity and to enrich our way 
of life. Don’t be a bigot. Please 
think again. 

Yours etc. 
Nancy Bringham-Allin, 

Hon. Sec. WARIOS (Women 

Against Racism in Outer Space) 
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‘Spearhead’ 

PO Box 2471 

Hove 
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SIR: Just what is Nick Griffin seeking to do 
with the BNP? Before | attempt to answer 
my own question, it is as well to point out 
that had it not been for John Tyndall, and 
no doubt his less high-profile colleagues 
and supporters who founded and guided 
the BNP from 1982 until fairly recently, 
there would not today be a nationalist 
movement worth fighting for in this 
country. During the exceptionally difficult 
years that Mr. Tyndall led the BNP and 
established it as the only serious nationalist 
party in the UK, Mr. Griffin was, in the 
main, messing about elsewhere. Now Mr. 
Griffin seems to want to denigrate the 
period of John Tyndall’s leadership, doubt- 
less as a tactic for driving him out of the 
BNP. But it is not just JT who is being 
denigrated; it is all the hard-working, active 
membership of the party who beavered 
away during the years of his leadership. 

What should Mr. Tyndall have done that 
he did not do during the years he led the 
BNP? Perhaps he should have taken a trip 
to Libya to cadge funds from Colonel 
Gaddafi, or maybe he could have taken the 
entire BNP membership to Spain to grow 
organic tomatoes! 

| believe Nick Griffin is one of those 
characters who try to be too clever by half, 
and will end up sinking his own boat. | do 
not know whether the contacts he has 
made with members of the ethnic minor- 
ities is Simply a publicity stunt, or whether 
he is so deluded as to believe that such 
contacts can in any way forward the racial 
nationalist cause. The most likely outcome 
is to cause confusion among members of 
his own party. In all honesty, | do not think 
Mr. Griffin really knows where he is trying 
to take the BNP. | suspect he is a hand-to- 
mouth politician who chases hares, 
perhaps believing there are short cuts to 
political progress. Perhaps he has not got 
the patience for a long haul or the depth 
really to understand the essential nature of 
our struggle. It requires men of a rare 
calibre to attempt the revival of the white 
race. Is Mr. Griffin such a man? 
ARTHUR BARWELL 
Newton Abbot, Devon 


SIR: So Nick Griffin says that the BNP 
needs to promote its anti-Nazi credentials 
more vigorously. So what was he doing 
speaking in Germany recently at a meeting 
of the NPD (Nationaldemokratische Partei 
Deutschlands)? That party, whether fairly 
or not, is described by the entire media as 
‘neo-Nazi’. If, as Mr. Griffin seems to be 
saying, it is the media-fostered public per- 
ception of things that we must be con- 
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cerned about, this would have been an 
engagement to be strictly avoided. 
Likewise, | note that the party has placed 
glowing tributes to the late Dr. W.L. Pierce 
on its website and in the August issue of 
Identity magazine, edited by Mr. Griffin. 
Now Dr. Pierce, whenever he spoke of 
20th century European history in his 
weekly radio broadcasts, went far further 
towards expressing sympathy with Hitler 
and National Socialism than has any BNP 
leader past or present. Is this what Mr. 
Griffin calls promoting the party’s “anti- 
Nazi credentials”? 

| do not criticise Mr. Griffin for accepting an 
invitation to speak to Germany’s NPD, nor 
for the generous obituaries to Dr. Pierce. 
What | criticise him for is the inconsistency 
and hypocrisy with which he tries to square 
these actions with his condemnation of 
those in the party whom, on account of 
long-past affiliations, he tries to link with 
‘Nazism’. 

| would be obliged if you would not pub- 
lish my name and address. In these times 
when there is So little toleration of dissent 
in our party, this letter would probably get 
me the ‘chop’! 

NAME & ADDRESS SUPPLIED 


SIR: Richard Porter rightly draws attention 
to the fact that false information is being 
fed to the mass of the British people. The 
technique used is brainwashing: the persist- 
ent drip, drip, drip of false information in 
the classroom at school, in newspapers, 
TV, radio, even the pulpit, until people 
assume the big lie actually to be the truth. 
The technique is so effective it creates a 
mindset similar to that of Richard Condon’‘s 
‘Manchurian Candidate’. It is extremely 
difficult to penetrate the minds of its 
victims. | was on the Glasgow Under- 
ground reading a tabloid newspaper critical 
of the ‘Holocaust’ story. On the opposite 
seat was a young man who made an angry 
comment about the front page. His body 
language shrieked aggression, and he 
bristled like a dog winding itself up for an 
attack. 

| had a bundle of the tabloids in a plastic 
bag and offered him a free copy to read for 
himself. He refused it. He was ready to 
condemn the paper's contents without 
ever reading it. He demonstrated a 
completely closed mind. He seemed to 
think it a noble gesture to reject the paper. 
To him | was just one of those a-w-ful 
‘Holocaust-deniers’! 

HARRY MULLIN 

Glasgow 


SIR: Some readers may have seen the 
Newsnight programme on BBC2 on the 1st 
August, which featured an item concerning 
Kaliningrad, Russia (formerly Konigsberg, 
Germany). It dealt with the theft of East 
Prussia from Germany after World War II 
and its carve-up between Poland and the 
USSR. President Putin appeared in the pro- 
gramme to express concern that, with the 
independence of Poland and the Baltic 
States, Kaliningrad is now effectively cut 
off from the rest of Russia. 


Letters 


Since our beloved Prime Minister 
rejoices in his role as an arbiter in world 
problems (apart, of course, from matters 
affecting vital British interests, such as 
Northern Ireland, Rhodesia and now 
Gibraltar) one wonders whether he has 
applied his mind to this particular problem 
— which may cause trouble some time in 
the future. 

One of the reasons for the outbreak of 
the Second World War was the refusal of 
the Polish Government, with the conniv- 
ance of our own, to negotiate with 
Germany for a ‘corridor’ across Poland to 
gain access to East Prussia from the rest of 
Germany (that part of Poland, it must be 
remembered, was part of land stolen from 
Germany after the First World War). 
Indeed, in 1939 the British Government 
grandly furnished a ‘guarantee’ to Poland 
of the integrity of that country’s borders. 

One wonders whether, if Putin were to 
press the issue and insist on a ‘corridor’ 
between Kaliningrad and the rest of Russia 
through Lithuania or (more likely) Poland, 
via Belarus, our Government would be 
prepared to renew its guarantee to Poland! 
To some, of course, the idea may seem 
risible, but surely no more ludicrous than 
the original guarantee given in 1939, with 
all its dire results. 

G.M. HUBBARD 
Peacehaven, Sussex 


SIR: Recently a friend attended her Birm- 
ingham schools parents’ evening. In came 
two Asian parents with a boy of about 
eight years. The child was carrying a 
wooden gun. 

A teacher asked the child why he was 
carrying the gun. “It’s to kill Christians,” 
was the reply. 

The teacher said: “Surely you don’t 
want to hurt your friends in class — they’re 
Christians.” 

The boy replied: “I must kill all Christians 
— Allah has told me to.” 

So much for the multi-cultural society of 
Tony Blair and New Labour! 

V.A. PARKER (Mrs.) 
Downham Market, Norfolk 


SIR: With regard to drug-taking, it seems to 
me that the Government is eager that as 
many people as possible take drugs. It is 
obvious that the more people there are in a 
drug-induced stupor the easier it is to 
govern them. They will not worry about the 
state of the country: unemployment, crime, 
immigration and the like. All they will care 
about is the next ‘fix’. 

H.G. Wells summed it up in hs novel The 
First Men in the Moon, when Cavor was 
being conducted through the Moon’s 
caverns and he saw Selenites piled in 
obscure corners. When he asked if one was 
dead his guide replied: “No, he is not dead. 
There is no work for him. We don’t want 
him walking about so we give him a little 
drink.” 

We thought this funny when we read 
the book! 

Lf ea Leer 
Snargate, Romney Marsh, Kent 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the 
items listed below should be ordered 
from Excalibur Merchanise, PO Box 16, 
York YO67 3YH. Cheques/POs made 
payable to “British Heritage’ . 


B.N.P. PUBLICATIONS 


BNP Activists’ Handbook 


This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient and effective. It is a 
‘must’ for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Spreading the Word 

A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists’ Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears. 

£2.00 post-free. 


Freedom for Britain and the British 


The BNP’s Manifesto for the 1999 Euro Election. 
24 pages long, it covers all the key areas in which 
EU membership is undermining Britain’s tradit- 
ional freedoms. 
£2.16 post-free 


B.N.P. LEAFLETS 


Say ‘No to Muslim extremism! 


Spotlights the main danger from Islamic extrem- 
ists — not fanatics thousands of miles away the 
other side of the world but people here in Britain in 
our own midst, in our own communities. Price 
£8.00 for 1,000. 


Crime leaflet 

With soaring crime rates hitting inner-city, 
suburban and rural areas alike, this leaflet’s 
mixture of hard facts and humour should prove a 
winner all over the country. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Asylum-seekers leaflet 

Opposes the open-door policy for asylum-seekers 
that is allowing hundreds of thousands to flood 
into Britain each year and be given free homes 
and benefits. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Immigration leaflet 

Draws attention to the shocking figures that 
show Britons will be a minority in their country by 
2060. A real eye-opener. Price £8.00 for 1,000. 


Leaflet supporting Britain’s farmers 
Condemns destruction of the farming industry. 
Price £6.00 for 1,000. 


Postage rates for all the above leaflets are 
£6.50 for 1,000 and £7.05 for 2,000. Rates 
for larger consignments will be supplied on 
request. Address for leaflet orders and enquiries 
is PO Box 287, Waltham Cross, Herts. EN8& 
82U. 


OTHER ITEMS 

Key rings 

BNP key rings with logo in red, white and blue are 
still available at just £1.50 each. Postage 40p per 


order (overseas £1.00) or free for orders of over 
£15.00. 


The Voice of 
Freedom 


si RET kata 


Freedom is the official newspaper of the 
British National Party. Retail price 45p. 
Sample copy 64p post-free. One-year 
subscription (British Isles) £8.65. For 
details of bulk rates and other inform- 
ation, write to: PO Box 1032, Woodford 
Green, Essex IG8 9GN. 


Flags 

The BNP has the following flags in stock: Union 
Jack; St. George’s flag; St. Andrew’s flag; Welsh 
Dragon flag; Ulster flag. All flags are priced at 
£6.00. These flags shouild be used to decorate 
party meetings. 


Lapel badges 

Official BNP badges all in red, white and blue but 
in different combinations. Union Jack badges also. 
Price £3.00 plus 40p p&p. 


T-shirts 

These are illustrated: ‘United we stand’ (Flags of 
four British lands against map back- ground of 
British Isles); “These colours don’t run’ (with 
Union or St.George’s flag on mast); ‘I stand for 
justice’ (Goddess of Justice with scales against 
background of Union Jack); ‘St. George for England 
— April 23rd’ (with drawing of St. George and the 
dragon). These capture the very essence of British 
Nationalism and cannot be recomm- ended too 
highly. Only available at present in extra-large 
size, all are in full colour. Price £10 each including 
p&p. Make cheques/POs payable to ‘Freedom 
Promotions’ and send to PO Box 20, Mansfield, 
Notts. NG19 6HP. 


Mousemats 
Round BNP mousemats now available at £5.00 
each. 


Anti-EU car stickers 

These 5”x3.5” stickers come in two styles 
(window or bumper). Please state which one you 
want. £1.20 each. 


PC-CDROM 

Issues 1-19 of Scorpion magazine now available 
for your PC at just £15.00. Usual price £5.85 per 
issue, available only from Freedom Promotions. 


Freedom Promotions catalogue 

For a full list of books and PC-CDROM send three 
first class stamps to PO Box 20, Mansfield, 
Notts. NG19 6HP. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


The Truth at Last 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other white 
race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial six-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


Free Speech 

Written transcripts of radio broadcasts made by 
the late Dr. William L. Pierce and others of the 
American National Alliance. Of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears monthly. Send 
USS$5 for sample copy. Subscription rates to the 
UK supplied on request. Write to PO Box 330, 
Hillsboro, WV 24946, U.S.A. 
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FREEDOM PROMOTIONS (PHONE 0771 437 4137) 


P.O. BOX 20, MANSFIELD, NOTTS. NG19 6HP 


ALTERNATIVE TO THE COMMON MARKET 
(Frank Clifford) £1.00. This 1970 booklet warns 
against entering the Common Market (now 
known as the EV), outlining the dangers and off- 
ering possible alternatives. An interesting read in 
the light of the present day. 1970, 18pp. 
ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (Ed. Campbell) £17.80. A 
well-illustrated book covering the history of 
England and the culture of its people from the 4th 
to 11th centuries. Ideal for countering leftist edu- 
cation with children. 1991, 272pp. 


ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £11.25. 
Convincing picture of life in our country between 
the 4th and 7th centuries, when Celtic Britain 
was abandoned by the Roman legions to the 
Picts, Scots and Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1981, 
437pp. 


BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £20.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 
250pp. 

BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE 
(Dorothy Whitelock) £7.85. Describes Anglo- 
Saxon culture and organisation and relations with 
the Celts between the leaving of the Romans and 
the coming of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 
1991), 256pp. 

BELL CURVE. THE (Richard Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray) £28.85. This important book, which has 
aroused enormous controversy in the USA, deals 
with differences in intellectual capacity among 
people and groups. There is an examination of the 
theory that these could be accounted for by envir- 
onmental influences, and this is accorded the 
remarkably small amount of weight it deserves. 
1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM (Prof. W.C. 
George) £1.50. An academic destroys the myth 
of race equality by using scientific research. 
7Opp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.85. A strong plea for British independence 
from the EU bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 


BRITISH, THE (M.I. Ebbutt) £3.40. Sixteen tales 
of myth and legend that shaped the British con- 
sciousness. Illustrated throughout. First published 
in 1910 (reprint 1996), 374pp. 


BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £9.40. An 
outline of British history stressing the role of the 
non-English parts of our islands. 1989, 324pp. 


BY WAY OF DECEPTION (Victor Ostrovsky) 
£20.60. Elated to have been chosen and granted 
the privilege of joining the é/ite team of Mossad, 
the Israeli secret service, the writer soon learns 
that the organisation, with its twisted ideals and 
total lack of respect for human life, has turned the 
Zionist dream into a nightmare. 361 pp. 


CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) 
£6.00.Sensational novel about the destruction of 
Europe by Asian immigrant invasion. Anticipates 
nearly 30 years in advance the present asylum 
crisis. 1973, 311pp. 


CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£13.75. A study of the organisations and individ- 
uals seeking to suppress the historian David 
Irving’s freedom to travel and communicate, and 
of the smear campaign against him. The book 
relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts to get into 
Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 


CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charm- 
ley) £22.80. A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous 
consequences of Churchill’s faith in US friend- 
ship. 1995, xv,427pp. 
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The prices given in this list include postal 
charges for dispatch within the British Isles. For 
postage applying to overseas orders, please write 
first for information before ordering. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques or 
postal or money orders should be made out to 
‘Freedom Promotions’ only, and should not be 
included in remittances sent to associated bodies 
for other items. Orders are likely to be dealt with 
more quickly if ‘Freedom Promotions’ is marked 
on the envelope. Please send all orders to our 
mail order address, which is:- 


Freedom Promotions 
PO Box 20 
Mansfield 
Notts. NG19 6HP 
E-mail: britishfreedom@hotmail.com 

New titles are marked * 

Please note this fact, which is of great import- 
ance: the books sold through Freedom Promot- 
ions are written by many different authors holding 
a number of different political and/or religious 
viewpoints, very few of them being in any way 
connected with Freedom Promotions’ parent org- 
anation, the British National Party. The party's 
mail order book service distributes these books 
because it is felt that they fill important gaps in 
public information and understanding of vital 
national and international issues. This does not 
mean that all the contents of the books are repres- 
entative of the policies of the party. The party 
reserves the right to differ with some of the 
authors over some parts of their writings. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £20.80. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War II 
leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591 pp. 


CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John 
Charmley) £31.85. This massive work follows 
David Irving in its raising of awkward questions 
concerning Churchill as a national leader, though 
the author is more moderate in his treatment of 
his subject than is Irving. 1993, 742pp. 


COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £12.55. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in 
the political, industrial and military fields. A 
classic work by a mainstream historian, more 
relevant by the year! 643pp. 


COMMISSION FOR RACIAL EQUALITY, THE 
(Ray Honeyford) £36.35. The author, though 
sympathetic to multi-racialism, exposes the CRE 


Anew 
perspective on 
Britain’s war 
leader and on 
our “Special 
Relationship’ 
with America 
(see this page) 


and shows how it has a vested interest in 
depicting Britain as a society rotten with ‘racism’. 
1998; 31 3pp. 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.75. Text of alecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country.1966, 76pp. 

CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£20.80. A best-seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little- 
known and long-suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 
CRIMES AND MERCIES (J. Bacques) £10.25. 
The hidden story of the biggest wave of ‘ethnic 
cleansing’ in European history. 288pp. 


DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fair- 
banks Kerr) £9.30. An _ Australian author 
describes how anti-discrimination legislation in 
Australia, the UK and the US has resulted in 
absurdities and injustices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 


DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £19.35. This book has attracted 
world-wide attention, dealing as it does with 
racial problems in America (and not just between 
Blacks and Whites). A comprehensive _intro- 
duction to the subject very relevant to Britain. 
1981, 613pp. 

ECOLOGY AND EVOLUTION (Edited by Prof. 
Roger Pearson) £10.00. Various authors explain 
the evolution of the races of mankind, why the 
family is the basic unit of all successful societies 
and why ethnically homogeneous nations are 
most in accordance with human nature. 92pp. 


ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£29.30; paperback £20.82. Comprehensive 
statement of the case for modern British Nation- 
alism. A partly autobiographical account of the 
author’s origins, first political stirrings and subse- 
quent work in building up the British National 
party. A’must’ for all BNP supporters. First 
published in 1988, this is an updated edition 
published in 1998, 537pp. 

ENGLISH DRAGON, THE (T.P. Bragg) £9.95. A 
political novel, it is the story of loss of innocence 
and a search for identity 


ENGLISH WARRIOR, THE (Stephen Pollington) 
£16.80. An account from earliest times to 1066 
of the rites, social attitudes, mythology and 
mentality of Anglo-Saxon warriorhood. This 
illustrated book is a ‘must’ for anybody interested 
in early English military history. 1996, 272pp. 


EVIL EMPIRE, THE (Paul Hellyer) £6.00. How 
globalisation is destroying the economy of 
Canada and turning that country into just another 
US state. A mirror image of the situation in 
Britain. 1998, 111pp. 

FACING THE ABYSS (A.K. Chesterton) £2.35. A 
graphic portrayal of our political and social life by 
one of the outstanding figures of post-war British 
Nationalism. 1976, 118pp. 

FREEEDOM UNDER SOCIALISM? (A. Baron) 
£9.00. This book takes a fresh look at socialism 
and exposed many of the fallacies, inaccuracies 
and outright lies that are propagated by its pro- 
ponents. 1996, 201pp. 

FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£17.25. Reprint of the classic that exposes the 
plotting behind the first great bloodbath of 
modern history. 1919 (reprint 1988) , 519pp. 
GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£7.00. The first comprehensive account of the 
structure and influence of the Bilderberg Group 
and the Trilateral Commission. A report of special 
interest to students of world affairs. 1980, 96pp. 
GREAT AMERICAN BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick 
Buchanan) £16.85. How American national sover- 


eignty and social justice are being sacrificed to 
the gods of the global economy. A powerful plea 
for national freedom and economic nationalism 
with great relevance to the UK. 1998, 376pp. 


HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Roger Pearson) 
£10.75. Covers race, eugenics and modern 
science. A scholarly but eminently readable critic- 
ism of egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD in 
Anthropology. 1996, 162pp. 

HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE, THE 
(James Gibb Stuart) £ 11.45. A_ well-known 
advocate of monetary reform deals also with 
secret politics, media censorship and the move- 
ment towards a ‘New World Order’. 1993, 
233pp. 

HOW TO WIN AN ELECTION (Paul Richards) 
£12.99. Excellent book dealing with the prepar- 
ation, mechanics, tactics and strategy involved in 
winning elections at all levels. 2001, 111pp. 


JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (Israel 
Shahak) £13.00. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. 118pp. 


LAST DAYS OF BRITAIN, THE (Lindsay Jenkins) 
£14.99. A look at the past thirty years of betrayal 
by Labour and Tory governments and a warning 
that we are near expiry as anation. 2001, 302pp. 
LEGEND OF ROBIN HOOD, THE (Richard Ruther- 
ford-Moore) £9.95. Little-known facts about the 
famous bowman and how he and his followers 
lived. 1998, 186pp. 

LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) 
£9.25. A witty and factual examination of current 
attitudes and intellectual fashions that are threat- 
ening our future. 1980, 246pp. 

MAMMON VERSUS GOD (Kitty Little) £1.50. The 
author exposes usury and argues that the 
international banking system is an enemy of 
Christianity and western civilisation. 1993, 3O0pp. 
MANY SHADES OF BLACK (John Bean) £9.45. 
Political autobiography of one of Britain’s leading 
nationalists of the 1950s and 1960s. The writer 
describes the major developments in the patriotic 
movement in those times, together with his own 
assessment of the issues over which it was 
sometimes divided. 252 pp. 

MAN AND TECHNICS (Oswald Spengler) £4.50. 
Argues that the world is governed by natural 
forces in man and nature, rather than genteel 
political and religious creeds. 1930 (rep. 1992), 
73pp. 

MARCH OF THE TITANS (Arthur Kemp) £20.00. * 
A history of the White Race spanning 35,000 
years of known progress from the earliest 
beginnings to the first forays into space. 2001, 
311pp. 

MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stewart) 
£5.25. Discusses the failure of our debt-based 
financial system and describes its role in creating 
inflation. 1983, 158pp. 


MY AWAKENING (David Duke) £18.85. Perhaps 
America’s foremost nationalist political leader of 
the present day, the author gives an account of 
his background, his political development and the 
stirring campaigns he has fought in, including the 
one that resulted in his being elected to the 
Louisiana Legislature. 1998, 717pp. 


NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS, THE 
(Laszo F. Thomay) £8.60. An examination of 
racial tensions in anumber of areas, showing that 
they are based not on hate nor bigotry but on 
natural universal laws. 1993, 145pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£12.75. An exposure of the financial powers that 
seek to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state. 1972, 288pp. 

NO POUND, NO INDEPENDENCE (Dr. Brian Burkitt) 
£4.00. A senior lecturer in economics demolishes 
the case for European economic and monetary 
union and argues for a future for Britain outside 
the EU. 2001, 39pp. 


Comprehen- 
sive history 
of the white 
peoples of 
the world, 
extending 
back 30,000 
years (See 
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ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£11.25. Subtitled ‘The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to 
low-wage countries. A demolition of fashionable 
economic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 
582pp. 


ORIGIN OF THE ENGLISH NATION, THE (H. Munro 
Chadwick) HB £12.35. Starting from the 6th 
century, an account is given of the origins of the 
Anglo-Saxons, Germans, Jutes and Danes, with 
maps. 1983, 233pp. 

OTHER SIDE OF DECEPTION, THE (Victor Ostrov- 
sky) Hardback £20.00. In this sequel to By Way 
of Deception, the rogue agent exposes Mossad’s 
secret agenda and tells the truth about the death 
of Robert Maxwell and the near-assassination of 
George Bush Snr. 300pp. 


PEACE-WEAVERS AND SHIELD-MAIDENS 
(Kathleen Herbert) £5.45. This book shows how 
women played a major role in early English life in 
both peace and war. It relates the impressions 
they left in Britain and on the Continent, how they 
were recorded in early English chronicles and 
how they came alive in heroic verse and jest. 
1997 , 64pp. 


PHILBY: THE HIDDEN YEARS (Morris Riley) 
£11.20. The story of the traitor’s activity from 
the 1940s to the 1960s, including his intelligence 
operations for the Soviets in the Middle East. 
1998, 198pp. 


PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £11.60. An eminent scholar argues that 
civilisation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923 (rep. 1983), 227pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.75. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements that have 
wielded it in the 20th century.1982, 101pp. 


RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00. The author, a 
professional zoologist for 50 years, provides an 
objective and scholarly account of what race 
means and how the concept has affected human 
thinking. 1974, 625pp. 

RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £13.75. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 

RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £13.75. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RACIAL ORIGINS OF THE FOUNDERS OF AMER- 
ICA (Grant & Hrdlicka) £11.00. The ethnic roots 
of the pioneer men and women who founded the 
New World. 1995, 124pp. 

RELIGION AND THE RACIAL CONTROVERSY 
(H.B. Isherwood) £1.00. The author uses and 
quotes the Bible to defend racial separation. 
1970, 16pp. 


RESPONSE, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.25. 
The author answers the critics of his previous 
book, The Trap, and explains point-by-point why 
they are wrong. 1995, 203pp. 


REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £7.35. A series of incisive essays 
arguing that white patriots should adopt 
insurgent rather than conservative strategies to 
defend their culture and values. Although it is 
written for Americans, this book contains many 
invaluable lessons for British Nationalists also. 
199S72250pp: 

ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £11.55. A former official of the 
European Commission exposes the lies and 
deceit involved in the establishment of the 
Exchange Rate Mechanism (ERM) and the 
dangers involved in European monetary union 
and European federalism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 


SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE MOVE- 
MENTS (Nesta H. Webster) £15.95. Using a 
great mass of evidence, this book shows that 
there is some secret and directing influence 
behind the subversive movements of modern 
times, as well as of the past. Its conclusions 
cannot be shaken by offhand denial. 1924, 
419pp. 


STANDARDBEARERS. £7.50. Subtitled ‘British 
Roots of the New Right’, this is a collection of 
essays on 20 political and cultural heroes for 
British Nationalists, showing that we do not have 
to look abroad for inspiration in such matters. 
1999, 176pp. 


SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian B. Monahan) 
£9.25. A series of articles from the Soc/a/ 
Creditor dealing with political and economic 
threats to Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. 


THEY WERE WHITE AND THEY WERE SLAVES 
(Michael Hoffman) £9.50. A demolition of the 
liberal interpretation of the slave trade, which 
suggested that only coloureds were ever slaves. 
1992. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (ivor Benson) £3.20. A 
superb exposure of the illegitimate power struct- 
ures that exist in today’s world. A glimpse 
‘behind the scenes’ of international politics by a 
renowned expert. 1987, 61 pp. 


THUS SPAKE ZARATHUSTRA (Friedrich Nietz- 
sche) £9.20. A doctrine of racial progress 
towards the development of the Superman. This 
edition 1969, 343pp. 


TRADITIONALISTS’ ANTHOLOGY (Elizabeth 
Freeman) £10.00. A collection of extracts and 
snippets from many writings of mostly non-liberal 
authors. Ideal for looking up useful quotes. 
Written from a Catholic viewpoint. 1984, 171pp. 


TREASON AT WESTMINSTER (Dr. Kitty Little) 
£1.25. A look at how organisations infiltrate the 
Government and Parliament to further their own 
interests, dealing specifically with those on the 
extreme left. 1986, 25pp. 


TYRANNY OF THE LAW (John McLean) £7.99. A 
frightening exposure of the modern intrusion of 
the law into people’s private lives. Covers many 
subjects, including the activities of the race 
relations police. 1989, 281pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson! £5.35. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 


The Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 
1982, 113pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£22.85. Sensational and courageous expose of 
Zionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew. 
1982, 904pp. 


ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £11.50. A 
study of 20th century history, covering such 
events as the Bolshevik Revolution, the origins of 
World War Il, the creation of Israel and the relat- 
ionship between communism and capitalism. 
1992, 205pp. 
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EXCELLENT OLDHAM MEETING 


The meeting of the BNP’s Oldham branch on 
July 21st was opened by NW regional organiser 
Chris Jackson, who asked everyone present to 
give the two new Burnley BNP councillors 
present a big round of applause. 

Next on the platform was Oldham BNP 
organiser Mick Treacy. Mick started by inform- 
ing everyone present about a campaign against 
Oldham BNP candidate Roy Goodwin by a group 
of left-wing fanatics who call themselves ‘Anti- 
Facist Action’. This group found out where Mr 
Goodwin lived, then went on to distribute a leaflet 
containing misinformation about him, calling him 
a ‘Nazi’, a ‘Facist’, etc. But most people who 
received the leaflet also knew Roy and knew it 
was all lies. Mick also informed the assembled 
members of the campaign against homosexuals 
using public toilets for places to carry out 
indecent acts, and quoted one case where a father 
took his six-year old son to the public toilets in 
Shaw to be confronted by two homos performing 
indecent acts on each other. But since the BNP 
campaign to name and shame these perverts this 
sort of lewd behaviour has ceased. 

Carol Hughes, one of the new Burnley BNP 
councillors, was next to speak. She went on to 
explain how Burnley Council was treating some 
of the elderly folk in the town. The council is 
trying to integrate the community, and it is doing 
this by housing sixteen-year-old kids in the same 
flats as eighty-year-old pensioners, which is very 
disturbing to the elderly people. 

Next to speak was former Falklands hero and 
new Burnley councillor Terry Grogan. He ex- 
plained how he had no formal training as a public 
speaker but was now getting used to doing it. He 
told everyone that next time we get BNP coun- 
cillors elected they will be able to draw on their 
experiences to guide them through. 

The final speaker of the day was BNP national 


chairman Nick Griffin. Mr. Griffin started by 
urging everyone who could afford to pledge £5 
every week towards the staff support fund to do 
so. He said the party’s membership had almost 
doubled in the last year, and if it was to move on 
and keep growing more full-time staff were 
required. However, more staff would require 
more money. He also appealed for everyone 
present to attend this year’s RWB , which was to 
be held in Lancashire. His main point of the 
afternoon was about the dangers of radical Islam 
and the way in which many unprovoked racist 
attacks against lone white men by large groups of 
Asians may be politically motivated, but that the 
liberal media cannot or will not report the true 
facts because they want to keep supporting the 
myth that multi-culturism works. 

About 100 were present, and the collection 
raised a magnificent £720. 
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Make sure of your regular copy of Spearhead by becoming a subscriber. Please fill in 
the form here and send it to us, together with payment, as directed. Please note also 
the rates for bulk-buyers. 
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elsewhere £34.0000. 
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for banker’s commission and charges. 
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10-19 copies £1.10 each; 20-49 copies £1.00 each; 50-99 copies 83p each; 100-199 | 
copies 69p each; 200-499 copies 60p each; 500 copies 55p each. For advice on postal 
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Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 


OLDHAM MEETING 
Nick Griffin finishes his speech. Beside him at 
the table are (left to right): Chris Jackson, 
Terry Grogan and Carol Hughes. 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First pub- 
lished in 1988, the latest (1998) edition has been 
updated to take in the many new developments on 
the political scene occurring since. Written by the 
founder of the British National Party, John 
Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive coverage 
of all the major current issues affecting Britain. It 
delves into the ideologies of liberalism, conser- 
vatism and the left, and also examines that of 
British Nationalism and its background. It contains 
extensive analyses of the British economy and 
political system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the environ- 
ment, race and immigration, Northern Ireland, the 
Commonwealth, foreign policy and defence. It 
also gives a detailed outline of the development of 
the BNP and its predecessor organisations in 
Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It is 
partly autobiographical, giving an account of the 
author’s origins, early political awakening and 
subsequent life’s work. 


Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £4.30 p&p; 
softback £17.50 plus £3.32 p&p. Please 
make out cheques to Albion Press and 
send to PO Box 2471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 
4DT. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you 
must read if 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 
stand for 


Sun shines for RWB 2002 


THIS YEAR’S BNP Red, White & Blue 
Summer Festival (the third) was held in the 
lovely rural setting of the Ribble Valley, 
close to the village of Sawley in East Lanca- 
shire, and was undoubtedly the best-atten- 
ded festival to date. The party leadership 
has claimed an estimated 900 to have been 
present at one time or another over the two 
days. Members and their families came 
from the length and breadth of Britain, and 
the atmosphere and weather were fantas- 
tic. 

The field reserved for campers was full, 
and people displayed all of the nation’s 
flags, including the Union Flag. Marquees 
filled with stalls selling BNP and other 
nationalist merchandise were impressive, 
as were the regional displays. Hot food and 
refreshment stalls were located on the site. 

On the Saturday afternoon, members old 
and new gave personal testimonies to a 
packed audience of about 350 in the circus 
big top. Achildren’s party and face-painting 
were available to youngsters. 

An incredible firework display accom- 
panied by Wagnerian music was witnessed 
by all present in the evening, followed by 
musical entertainment which varied from 
two young girls singing Welsh folk songs to 
nationalist rock groups and even a fire- 
eating stuntman. The revelling went on into 
the small hours of the morning. 

Sunday was the day of the main political 
speeches, with party deputy chairman 


Spearhead back 
numbers for sale 


Spearhead subscriber offers back issues for 
sale. Proceeds to go to the Spearhead 
Support Fund. 

Nos. 70, 72, 76, 81, 85, 89, 90, 91 
(1973-76) 

95-101 (Jun. 1976-Jan. 1977) 
103-110 (1977) 

112-220 (Dec. 1977-Jun. 1987) 
222-273 (Aug. 1987-Nov. 1991) 
275-315 (Jan 1992-May 1995) 
317-327 (Jul. 1995-May 1996) 


£80 plus £10 carriage for the lot (236 
issues) or at 40p per issue plus postage. 
Postage to be estimated on the basis of an 
issue weighing 80g (average). 

First option will be given to first reader who 
orders the lot at £80. Dispatch or return of 
orders for smaller quantities will be delayed 
until the 21st Septmber. 


Orders and enquiries to Box 65, Spearhead. 
PO Box 1471, Hove, E. Sussex BN3 4DT. 


Read Spearhead on 


the Internet! 


The best articles and news _ items 


published in Spearhead in recent months 
can now be seen on the Spearhead 
website. You can visit this site at:- 


www.spearhead-uk.com 


Scott McLean chairing the proceedings, 
which included speeches by Chris Green, 
the administration secretary, who said that 
the BNP had grown by an extra 2,000 since 
last year’s RWB. A French guest from the 
Front National spoke very well and sent 
greetings from our fellow nationalists 
across the Channel. Kevin Scott, the Tyne 
& Wear organiser, told the audience about 
his disgraceful sacking from B&Q after he 
had stood as a candidate in last May‘s 
elections and of the support he has had 


REFRESHMENT 
STALL 

One of the many | — 
to be seen at the | 
RWB. This one is 
selling bacon 

and beef rolls to 

a clientele of 
varying ages. 


over this from so many members of the 
party. Jason Douglas, the East London 
organiser, gave an informative speech 
about the election results. Excellent 
speeches by Simon Darby and Mick 
Treacy, the Oldham organiser, followed. 
Then BNP councillors Terry Grogan and 
Carol Hughes took to the stage to standing 
ovations. They both spoke from the heart 
and told everyone about their new respon- 
sibilities and their hope for more elected 
BNP officials in the near future. 

A fanfare heralded the arrival of BNP 
chairman Nick Griffin as he entered the big 
top and took the stage. Repeated chants by 
dozens of young men of “Nick Griffin's 
nationalist army” filled the tent. 

Nick used the analogy of the words red, 
white and blue as the main theme of his 
speech. He said that the colour red used to 
symbolise socialism but the present Labour 
Party no longer promoted that type of polit- 


ical creed but had sold out to big business. 
He said the BNP was the new non-Marxist 
socialist party of this country. White was 
the colour of our race. Blue represented the 
traditional Conservative hang ‘em and flog 
‘em philosophy which was no longer repres- 
entative of the Tory party, which has sold 
Out its political roots; the BNP was the new 
party of conservation. 

He continued with a hard-line response 
to drug-dealers and paedophiles, advocat- 
ing the return of capital punishment and 


even public executions, and said we should 
stop bombing Iraq and start napalming the 
heroin poppy fields of Afghanistan and 
Columbia if those countries don’t stop 
exporting drugs; then if they still didn’t 
stop, he went on, we should start bombing 
their farms and villages. 

He ended with an uplifting rallying tone 
for the further growth and success of the 
BNP. After a standing ovation from the 
audience of about 350, the meeting ended 
with the now-adopted BNP anthem, the 
hymn Jerusalem. 

Members of the media were at the event 
throughout the weekend. The only nega- 
tive episode was the presence of 20 dregs 
from the Lancashire branch of the Anti- 
Nazi League, who were allowed by the 
police to demonstrate outside the front 
entrance to the festival. Other than that, a 
fabulous time was had by all. 
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ONLY ONE 

-| WAY TO DEAL 
WITH THEIR 

| KILLER... 


THIS 
WAY 


The horrific murders of Holly Wells and Jessica Chapman (top right) have served as a 
reminder that the killer, when brought to justice, will receive no more than a life 
sentence in jail, with all the home comforts provided: three square meals a day, health 
treatment, association including games and pastimes, and regular visits from relatives 
and friends, all at the taxpayers’ expense — whereas the only just penalty for such a 


crime is the hangman’s rope. But of the political parties on/y the British National Party is 
fully committed to restoring this penalty. Think about it... 


So i eee 
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